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THE 


LANCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE COMPANY, Ltp. 
HEAD OFFICE: 30, BROWN STREET, MANCHESTER. 


Established 1877. Capital, £200,000. 


This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
HM. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 

The ‘‘ CLIMAX”? POLICY of the Company provides against 
ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, &c. 
Capital Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. 











Policies are also issued indemnifying Employers in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. : 

R. KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. 





PHCNIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PHCENIX FIRE OFFICE. 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
13, LOMBARD STREET, and 57, CHARING CROSS, LONDON. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. _ 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 


Xx In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of x 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 











ESTABLISHED 183. 





FUNDS - e+ 4 - £ 4,400,000 
INCOME - - - - + £600,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - $2,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - £ 16,000,000 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prorits. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 








Age | Premium | Age | Premium 


| Age Premium 
30 | £116 %/,| 40 | #2 10%, 


| 20 |s178°%, 
£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 


According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





Duration 40 yrs. a 


| 10 yrs. 
£2,067 


20 yrs. | 30 yrs. 
| £1,199 


1,438 | £1,724 


Amount of Policy 





Full information on application to 


THE MANAGER, to, FLEET STREET, LONDON, 





VOL. XLVIII., No. 42. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, AUGUST 20, 



















































1904. 


*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL, 

All letters intended for publication in the SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 





Contents. 


CURRENT TOPICS eeescseseescesserse-eeesee , 693) LAW SOCIETIES 00.404 . oo seseressneraneeeres 

Tur AvorpANce oF InREGULAR ALLOT- | TRG AL, TIBWS .....0000000000000¢000++0000 s00 0000 
MENTS OF SHARES .o.......sccsccsereeseess-+ 695 | WUINDING-UP NOTICES ....00:0-00se0eeeeeeeses 

Tue Future or rue County Court... 696 | CREDITORS NOTICES 20.00. 000.4: c0c000 aeveeeee 


POINTS TO BE NOTED jes.....sseeeesseeses eee BANKRUPTCY NOTICES ....0..cceesseeceeeee 0 





Cases Reported this Week. 
In the Solicitors’ Journal. | Nobbs. Bipposu Mines (Limited) 


| v. Same. Attasi Mines (Limited) v. 
Bowlby, Re. Bowlby v. Bowlby ......... 698 Same. Ashanti Mines (Limited) v. 
Foljambe v. John Smith’s Tadcaster os 


n GRD «. cccvcerec ye. cescviosccocensosososenenceese GUO 
Brewery Co. (Lim.) ............ on Beowey Go. ( ited) v. Gas 


Miming Co. (Lim.).........s00-0+.eecese0e" Light and Coke Co. .......ccccscesseereeees 657 
Thomas Henry Broughton Bamford, A | Gibson v. Wormald & Walker (Limited) 661 
Solicitor of the Supreme Court, Re, | H.L. Longbotham and Another, In re 660 - 


v. Bamford...... — . 
Wingfield & Blew, Re ......... sss: 700 | Hanbury, In re. Hanbury v. Fisher ... 662 


| Harrisv. Boots Cash Chemists (South 
In the Weekly Reporter. panne mists (Southern) 


Akrokerri (Ashanti) Mines (Limited) Mellor v. Walmesley ............00.seseeeeees 
vy. Economic Bank (Limited) *‘ Minnetonka,” The ......0..0..0+-sss00ee : 


v_ Village Main ‘on. 





Current Topics. 


On Wepyespay last Mr. Justice Bienam had before him in 
the Vacation Court twenty motions and two petitions for the 
winding up of companies. The learned judge sat in the Lord 
Chief Justice’s Court, with the result that the business was 
dealt with under conditions much more convenient to all con- 
cerned than has sometimes been the case when one of the 
smaller courts has been used. His lordship, who before the 
commencement of the business paid a striking tribute to the late 
Mr. Justice Wricut, had disposed of his list shortly after 
three o’clock. 





ProrounD REGRET will be felt at the death of Mr. Justice 
Wricut. We took occasion six weeks ago, when it was under- 
stood that he had placed his resignation in the hands of the 
Lord Chancellor, and that the Lord Chancellor had deferred the 
acceptance of it, to “—- our hope that he might yet be spared 
for promotion to the Court of Appeal, the — reward of his 
ability and learning. But the fatal nature of the disease from 
which he was suffering has disappointed this hope, and we 
can now only repeat the appreciation which we have already 
given of his judicial services. It is the first qualification 
of a judge that he should be intimately acquainted with the law, 
and in this respect the late judge attained a well-deserved 
eminence. And while deeply ve: in the principles which may 
be said to form the theory of the law, he was capable of apply- 
ing himself with success to the practical problems which modern 
law presents—such, for example, as the financial questions 
arising in bankruptcy and winding up. His distinguished 
scholastic career was followed by corresponding distinction in 
the wider field of professional and judicial life, and his death 
deprives the King’s Bench Division of one of its chief ornaments. 





BerorE THE Court of Appeal rose for the Long Vacation the 
Master of the Rolls made the statement on the condition of the lists 
which is now becoming usual. The appeals from the Chancery 
Division, he said, have been so far disposed of that all appeals 
ripe for hearing at the beginning of the sittings have been heard, 
and also some which were not then in the list. On the King’s 
Bench side the state of things is not so satisfactory, though a 





great improvement on the condition a year ago. In the new 


42 
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trial paper all the cases ready at the beginning of the sittings, 


except one or two in which the parties asked for a postpone- 
ment, have been disposed of. The Master of the Rolls remarked 


that he was justified in saying there were no arrears in that list. 
That depends on what is meant by arrears. 
are cases which have been waiting for two months, and when 
the court sits again they will have been waiting five months. 
It would seem that judges are more easily satisfied than suitors. 
As regards the final appeals, these have all been disposed of up 
to those entered about the middle of March. ‘ The result is 
that the earliest appeals in the list which are undisposed of 
were entered some five months ago.” This, as Sir Ricaarp 
Henn Coxirxs pointed out, is a substantial improvement on the 
corresponding period a year ago. Then the court was dealing 
with appeals which were twelve months old. And he observed 
that they had been singularly fortunate this year in having had 
practically no illness among the members of the bench. Where 
there has been so great an improvement it seems ungrateful to 
grumble, and we are quite prepared to express thankfulness 
that things are no worse than they are. But when the courts 
are closing for the best part of three months it is perhaps more 
fitting to regret what is left undone than to point to what has 
been done, and we have hardly yet reached the ideal of despatch 
in the hearing of cases. 





THE sTATEMENTS made in Parliament a week ago as to the 
interference by Russia with neutral rights shew that the Govern- 
ment are prepared to support the views of international law 
which have been for many years recognized in this country. 
No belligerent state is entitled to put an end to neutral commerce 
with its enemy by an arbitrary definition of contraband, and it 
cannot introduce a reign of lawlessness on the high seas by 
sinking off-hand a neutral vessel that is suspected of carrying 
contraband. The Government are, as might be expected, un- 
able to admit that the sinking of 7he Anight Commander was 
justified according to any principle of international law by which 
this country has ever regarded itself bound. But it is.another 
question how we are to induce Russia to take the proper 
view of neutral rights, and attention may be called to the 
suggestion made by Professor WEsTLAKE in a letter to the Zimes 
of the 18th inst. To a limited extent a neutral can supply coal 
and other necessaries to a belligerent ship, but it is not bound 
to do so, and a refusal on our part to accord to Russia any such 
accommodation might not improbably have the the desired 
effect. ‘The simple truth,” says Professor WxEstiake, “is that 
the rules relating to contraband are a part of the modus vivendi 
which custom has established between belligerents and neutrals; 
that any attack on the British mercantile flag not p-rmitted by 
those rules is a violation of our sovereignty; and that a belligerent 


not wronged if we refuse him the eoal which it would allow us | 


to grant him without infringing our own neutrality.” Possibly 
we shall hear no more at present of the questions which have 
sprung into such sudden prominence, but if Russia still maintains 
her recent attitude some such means of bringing her to reason 
might be successful, without the necessity of resorting tv measures 
fraught with greater danger to peace. 


WE Learn that as the result of a conference which has been 
held at The Hague for the purpose of settling certain points 
which have arisen owing to the conflict of laws, several of the 
European Powers have signed an agreement with regard to the 


validity of marriages celebrated in states to which the parties | 


do not belong. 
marriage in England of foreigners (¢g., French subjects domi- 
ciled in France) is, if duly celebrated according to the forms of 
English law, held valid in this country, even though it may be 
pronounced inva id by a French court for want of the consents 


required by French law, or because the parties meant to evade | 
|contract which the directors were bound to disclose in the 


the operation of French law. We are informed that the prio- 
cipal foreign Powers, including France, Germany, Austria, Ituly, 
Holland, Portugal, aud Switzerland, have agreet upon an 
international compact by which, subject to some exceptions, any 
person domiciled in one of these states and capable of contract- 
ing marriage in the state in which he is domiciled may contract 
a valid marriage in any other of these states. The validity of 





At any rate there 


It is well known that as matters now stand the | 


———— 
the marriage is in fact to depend upon the law of the state jp 
which the parties are domiciled. Regret is expressed in th 
French press at the refusal of England to assent to this agro. 
ment. Much stress is laid upon the inconvenience which yjlj 
result from this refusal, and attention is drawn to the fact tha 
at the present day England affords the largest facilities ty 
foreigners who wish to contract marriages without obseryj 
the laws of their own country, regardless of the fact that thegg 
marriages are liable to be annulled by the courts of the state t 
which they belong. 


THe Court of Appeal has affirmed (1904, 1 K. B. 713) 
the decision of Wricut, J., in the case of Warr & Cb, 
(Limited) v. The London County Counci/, upon which we com- 
mented some months ago. The defendants, under their special 
Act empowering them to make a new street from Holbom 
to the Strand, found it necessary to acquire the Globe Theatre, 
and gave the customary notice to treat to the lessees of 
the building. The plaintiffs, by an agreement with the jessegs, 
had an exclusive right to sell refreshments ut the theatre 
for the term of the lease, together with the necessary use of the 
refreshment-rooms, bars, cloak-rooms, and wine cellars, and the 
exclusive right of advertising and letting spaces for advertise. 
ment in the refreshment and cloak-rooms. In these circum. 
stances they claimed compensation for an interest in land 
‘*taken for the execution of the works,” within the meaning of 
section 68 of the Lands Clauses Act, and their compensation was 
settled by arbitration at £2,568. The decision of Wricur, J, 
which has now been affirmed by the Court of Appeal, was that 
they had no “interest in land” for which compensation could be 
awarded, and that an action on the award could not be main- 
tained. We observed at the time that the case was not witusout 
hardship, for it would probably be held that the special Aet 
exonerated the lessees from any liability to the plaintiffs for 
breach of contract. But the case is an illustration of another 
kind of hardship which affects both the plaintiffs and the 
defendants. The result of the action on the award is to shew 
that the plaintiffs had no valid claim to compensation, or to 
put the machinery of the Lands Clauses Act into operation in 
the manner which they did. But this could not be known until 
all the expense of the assessment for compensation had been 
incurred. By a curious reversal of the sensible process the 
compensation is first ascertained at great cost, and then the 
courts are appealed to to say whether there is any legal claim 





| 


at all. 





Szcrion 38 of the Companies Act, 1867, although it was 


|repealed by the Act of 1900, is still not infrequently the 


: ha and | foundation of liability in claims against directors of companies. 
who puts himself outside the modus vivendi by such an attack is | ? a 


| when 


} 


In Shepheard v Broome (1904, eG. 342) the House of Lords 
have affirmed the application which was made of the section 
the same case was before the Court of Appeal 
as Broome v. Speak (51 W. R. 258; 1903, 1 Ch. 586), 
By acontract entered into in the course of the promotion of 4 
company and the purchase of a business which it was to carry 
on, the promoter was to have a bonus of £7,500 for his services. 
This was subsequently objected to, and the promoter agreed to 
the contract being cancelled. At the same time an assurance 
was given to him that his claim to remuneration for his services 
would be “honourably met.” The directors appear to have 


‘considered that this quite wiped out the transaction relating to 


| the £7,500, and upon a prospectus being issued no mention was 


made either of the contract to pay that amount or of the 
rescinding agreement, ‘This, though not an unnatural error t0 
fall into—and to some extent it seems to have been committed 


| under the advice of counsel—was ‘in fact opposed to section 38. 





The company had, indeed, got rid of the,original obligation @ 
pay £7,500, but a new obligation had been incurred to pay af 
undetermined amount, and under the circumstances this was 4 


prospectus. As they had not done so, the effect of sec ion 38 
was that the prospectus was to be “deemed fraudulent 
Secing that the principle of section 38 has beeu recognized 
be wrong, it is easy now to regret that such a result 
should be reached, and both in the Court of Appeal and the 
House of Lords there was reluctance to put the section into oper 
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16 state in tion. “It is with reluctance,” said Cozzns-Harpy, LJ., “that : 
+ in the [am compelled to treat as fraudulent what is not really fraudu- The Avoid ance of Irregul ar 
is lent,” and the Lord Chancellor felt with the learned Lord 
pee Justice that this was a painful duty, but he word se —_ 3 Allotments of Shares. 
si of 1867 compels us to say that it shall be deemed to fe - ‘ , ; 
cilities to Se aduleat.” And vet the Bast-s:4 which poe: calls forth this A KE "Con of cag org i ye oy with pias to the effect 
observin language was in force from 1867 to 1900. It seems that it is of the Companies Act, yo er Se ee 
that these . for the Legislature to make a mistake than to alter it. porated before the Act came into operation has been given by 
le state t = 5 Mr. Justice Buoxtey in the easé-of Finance and Issue (Limited) 
KS SR SB ey. v. Canadian Produce Corporation (Limited) (Times, 13th inst). 
Ir 18 interesting to notice that in McGruther v. Pitcher (ante, | The defendant company was incorporated in 1897 with a capital 
B. 713 , 638) the Court of Appeal has affirmed the decision of Swivven | of £1,000 in £1 shares. In 1898 it increased its capital to 
ai © Ge Eapy, J., in Taddy § Co. v. Sterious § Co. (1904, 1 Ch. 354) | £200,000 in £1 shares, but down to May, 1904, no shares had 
ve a ° where he declined to apply to ordinary chattels the doctrine that | been allotted except the seven shares taken by the subscribers 
ay secial a purchaser is bound to observe any contract restrictive of the | to the memorandum of association. In the present year it was 
a use of the chattel of which he has notice at the time of purchase. | proposed to offer the capital for public subscription, and an 
Theatre In the latter case a firm of tobacco manufacturers sold packets | arrangement was made between the plaintiff and defendant 
wedi a of tobacco subject to printed conditions, under which they were | companies whereby the former undertook the expense 
o lean not to be resold below a certain minimum price; and the con-|of the issue and advertising of the prospectus, and 
: theala ditions contained a proviso that acceptance of the goods was to|the defendant company undertook to pay to the plaintiff 
se of the be deemed a contract between the purchaser and the manufac- company a sum of money, partly in cash and partly in 
and @& turers that he would observe the conditions. Now, as is well | fully paid-up shares, at certain dates calculated from the date of 
d vertial known, the doctrine of the burden of a restrictive covenant the first general allotment. Oa the 13th of May the prospectus 
" Grea running with property is the- special creation of courts of | was issued offering 186,000 out of 200,000 shares at par, ls. 
in lan equity, and it was devised with a view to making good the | being payable on application, and 1s. 6d. on allotment. At the 
ania deficiencies of the law in regard to covenants running with land : | head of the prospectus it was stated that “‘of this issue the 
tion wal see Tuk v. Moxhay 2 Ph. 774). At the same time in De Mattos | directors and their friends have applied for 23,726 shares,” and 
ane a v. Gibson (4 De G. & J. 282) the -principle was laid down | in the body of the prospectus it was stated “ the minimum number 
- a6 that generally that where a man acquires property from another with | of shares upon which allotment will be made is 40,000.” Onthe 
could a knowledge of a previous contract for the use of the property ina | 20th of May the defendant company went to allotment and 
be mail particular manner, the acquirer may not use the property in a | allotted 40,003 shares, of which 5,000 were allotted to the plaintiff 
withall manner inconsistent with such contract. It would not have been | company. In regard to the 23,726 which the prospectus stated 
cial Act difficult to stretch this doctrine to cover the present case had the | had been applied for, 20,726 had been applied for in England, and 
tiffs for circumstances been suitable, but it has to be interpreted with | the ls.onapplication paidonthem, and the directors understood that 
anol regard to the subject-matter in hand, In De Mattos v. Gibson a | the like payment had been made on the remaining 3,000 which had 
wad ‘ship had been sold subject to a charter-party, and ‘it was held | been applied for in Canada. In fact, however, the payment had 
to ahell that the purchaser taking with notice could not disregard the | not been made on 575 of them, and the applications for these 
eae charter-party. It is evident that a ship may well come within | 3,000 had been made under a mistake. The applications were 
~ation i the doctrine in question without its being necessary to extend it to | mainly for preference shares, whereas the company only had 
we wae cover all the odds and ends of commerce. : At any rate SwinrEN | ordinary shares. On the 30th of e the directors learned of 
ad bell Eapy, J., held that conditions of such a kind could not be made | this failure to pay the application nfoney on the 575 shares, and, 
cease to run with goods generally, and that sub-purchasers take them | acting under legal advice, they sent to a'l the allottees a circular 
non free from any restraint; in other words, that, as the head- | stating the fact and offering the allottees the option of having 
al cla note to the report says, ‘‘conditions cannot be attached to goods | the money paid by them returned and the allotment cancelled. 
soas to bind all purchasers with notice”; and in McGruther | Allottees of some 24,000 shares appear to have availed themselves 
v. Pitcher (supra), this was quoted with approval in the Court | of this offer, but the plaintiff company, on receipt of the circular, 
. of Appeal. objected to the course which the defendant company were taking, 
it was and brought an action claiming an injunction to restrain them 
atly the A rEW years ago, says a correspondent, 1 was staying during | from returning the money on the shares and cancelling the 
npanies, ‘the Long Vacation at a small port in the West. One day I met | allotment. 
f Lords a figure on the road somewhat resembling at a distance both in| The foregoing circumstances brought into operation the pro- 
. section ‘clothes and gait, a highly dilapidated tramp in search of the | visions of section 4 of the Conipanies Act, 1900. That section 
Appeal ‘nearest ‘‘doss house.’’ Coming closer, to my astonishment I | provides that no allotment shall be made of any share capital of 
. 586), discerned the features of Mr. Justice Wricur. It appeared | a company offered to the public for subscription unless certain 
m of a that he had arrived on the previous day, with his wife and | conditions have been complied with. These, so far as applic- 
0 Cay son (shortly afterwards lost to him), and, failing to obtain} able to the present case, are that the amount named in the 
services, quarters, he appealed to the vicar of the parish, who | prospectusas the minimum subscription upon which the directors 
zreed to handed him over to the curate, who could only find him | may proceed to allotment has been subscribed, and the sum pay- 
surance lodgings in a cottage near the harbour. Here Sir Roserr| able on application for the amount so named has been paid to 
services remained for some time, possibly attracted by the neighbour- | and received by the company. Sub-section 4 provides that, if 
to have hood of his friend, Lord Justice Marnew, who had taken a | these conditions have not been complied with on the expiration 
ating to country house near at hand. Possibly he was also attracted by | of forty days after the first issue of the prospectus, all money 
tion was the prospect of adding to his stock of horses. It was noised | received from applicants for shares shall be forthwith repaid to 
of the abroad that there was a man who wanted a carriage horse, and | them without interest, and if any such money is not so repaid 
error to I imagine that most of the “ crocks ” of the neighbourhood were | within forty-eight days after the issue of the prospectus, the 
mmitted offered for inspection. The result, however, was to spread | directors of the company shall be jointly and severally liable to 
‘ion 38. throughout the district a profound respect for the intending | repay thatmoney with interest at the rate of 5 percent. per annum. 
ation to purchaser’s knowledge of a horse. I met one of the “horsey ” | According!y if the conditions are not complied with, it is the duty 
) pay an fraternity and asked him how he had got on with the judge. | of the directors to refrain from making any allotment, and they 
3 was 8 “Judge,” he said, “I don’t know how he judges men, but | should return such money as has been paid on application. But 
10 the there’s no man I know equal to him for judging a horse. Nay, | if, in spite of the irregularity, an allotment is made, then section 
¢ 10n 38 T couldn’t do any business with him; he’d some fault to find | 5 takes effect, under which an allotment made by a company 
lulent. with every horse I brought him. He’s a cute ’un.” And I|to an applicant in contravention of the provisions of section 4 is 
ized t0 fancy the learned judge departed without having procured the | voidable at the instance of the applicant within one month after 
, result horse he was in search of. I have not seen in any of the notices | the holding of the statutory meeting of the company aad not 
and the of the deceased judge a reference to this branch of his varied | later. ‘This takes us to section 12, which provides that every 
0 opertr knowledge. company limited by shares and registered after the commencement 














































































BA Oi a I AE Toy, SV, Sa tate ho) 


perinatal ee ns apse eh angen cnritheie satire oe 
RW Cyr oe ROS a ee ee 













696 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








of the Act shall, within a period of not less than one month nor 
more than three months from the date at which the company is 
entitled to commence business, hold a general meeting of the 
members of the company, which shall be called the statutory 
meeting. The result is that where there has been an irregular 
allotment of shares in the case of a company registered before 
the Act of 1900, the period of one month’s limitation within which 
an allottee must avoid the allotment runs from a date which 
cannot exist, the provision of section 12 as to the statutory 
meeting having in regard to such a company no application. 

Apart from section 5, it would be natural to suppose that an 
allotment made in contravention of section 4 would be not void- 
able, but void, and so it was argued on the part of the plaintiffs. 
The provision is express that, unless certain conditions are com- 
plied with, ‘‘no allotment shall be made,” and an allotment 
made in spite of this prohibition might well be held to be in law 
a nullity. On the other hand, section 5, in dealing with the 
effect of an irregular allotment, is equally express that it is only 
voidable. It is yoidable at the instance of the applicant, and 
then only when he chooses to exercise his right of avoidance 
within one month after the holding of the statutory meeting. In 
a case like the present, to which the limitation cannot apply, is 
section 5 to be deemed to be struck out of the Act altogether, so as, 
in such a case, to leave section 4 to have the effect which it 
might have in all cases if section 5 had been inserted in the 
Act? If this were possible, then, in a case like the present, the 
allotment might be held to be void. But it does not seem a 
safe thing to alter the construction of a section of a statute 
according to its effect upon particular cases, and Buoxtry, J., 
held that, taking sections 4 and 5 together, the result was to 
prevent allotments in contravention of section 4 from being 
void. ‘An allotment in breach of section 4 cannot be void, 
for section 5 provides that such an allotment shall be voidable 
within a certain time and not later. It is, therefore, not a void, 
but avoidable allotment. It is true, however, that the time 
within which section 5 provides that it shall be voidableis . . . not 
applicable to this case. Under what circumstances, then, is it 
voidable in this case, or is it not voidable at all?” 

But to hold that the allotment is not voidable would be to ignore 
section 4. Under that section the allotment is struck with in- 
validity, and it is voidable. The following section imposes a 
period of limitation on the avoidance which is applicable only 
in certain cases. The correct conclusion appears to be, not that 
in other cases the allotment is not voidable, but that it remains 
voidable, and the avoidance is not subject to any express limitation 
at all. This is the view which Bucxtzy, J., adopted. ‘Section 
ad he said, ‘‘imposes a limit of time within which the right of 
rescission must be enforced. It is a limit which is not 
applicable in the present case. It follows, I think, 
that the voidable contract remains a contract voidable 
for breach of the statutory provision that the company 
shall not go to allotment unless a condition is satisfied 
which has not been satisfied.” The learned judge added 
that he was conscious that this conclusion would have a 
very far-reaching effect, for as regards companies registered 
before the commencement of the Act of 1900, it left them 
exposed for an indefinite time to consequences from which 
companies registered after that date are in a short time 
relieved by section 5. And he suggested that the remedy might 
be sought in the fact that a small amount of acquiescence after 
knowledge would bar any right of rescission. But however 
this may be, the fact remains that, owing to an oversight in the 
drafting of the Act, the right of rescission is subject in the case 
of companies registered since the Ist of January, 1901, to an 
—: limitation from which in the case of earlier companies 
it is . 








Bandmaster Thomas Gray, who died this week at Preston, says the 
Daily News, has filled the office of Sheriff’s Trumpeter at the Lancashire 
Assizes for forty-five years, and was the most familiar figure at these 
legal assemblies. Innumerable stories are told of him. Once at Liverpool, 
Lord Brampton, then known to everyone as Mr. Justice Hawkins, who 
lost his favourite fox terrier on circuit, was astonished to hear Gray and 
his fellow trumpeters play, ‘‘ Where, oh where, is my little wee dog?” as 
he ascended the steps of St. George’s Hall. On another occasion, when a 
prisoner, name Alice, failed to answer her name, strains of ‘ Alice, where 
art thou!” were wafted into a tittering court. 





The Future of the County Court, 


TuE following is the conclusion of the article on ‘‘ The Evolution of 
the County Court” which his Honour Judge Sir THoMas Swaggy 
has revised and reprinted from the Nineteenth Century :— 

For thirty-one years the High Court of Justice as reformed by the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, and the Ancient County 
Court as regenerated and organized by Lord CoTrENHAM’s Act of 
1846, have been in operation in England, side by side, dealing with 
the common law litigation of the country, each after its own fashion, 
It is worthy of note that the ‘‘ Majority Report of the Judicatup 


Commissioners of 1872” recommended, in the following words, that, 


the two systems should be merged in one: ‘Assuming that 
there will be effected a consolidation of all the superior court 
into a single great Court of Civil Jurisdiction—the Supreme or High 
Court of Justice— . . we recommend that the county courts 
should be annexed to and form constituent parts or branches of the 
High Court of Justice.”* This recommendation was endorsed by 
Lord HATHERLEY, Lord Justice JAmEs, Mr. Justice WILLEs, Mr, 
Justice Montacu Situ, Mr. Justice QUAIN, Baron BRAMWELL, Sir 
RouNDELL PALMER, Sir JOHN KARSLAKE, Sir R. PHILLIMORE, Mr, 
CHILDERS, and Mr. WARD Hunt; the dissentients being Lords Camnys 
and PENZANCE, Mr. Justice BLACKBURNE, Sir JoHN COLERIDGE, and 
Sir R. Cottrer. The Legislature has up to the present time ignored 
the foregoing recommendation, and it is certain that the efficiency 
and evolution of the county court would have been less remarkableif 
the suggested annexation had been carried out. The results of the 
dual arrangement are to be found in the annual returns laid before 
Parliament, and we are now, therefore, ina positian to judge fairly of 
the effects of the two systems. Down to 1894 the Judicial Statistics were 
laid before Parliament annually in a form which might be described 
as a typographical wilderness, but since that year the editorship and 
preparation of the annual volume have been wisely entrusted to Sir 
JOHN MACcDONELL, C.B., one of the Masters of the Supreme Court of 
Justice, an accomplished jurist as well as a diligent and keen statis- 
tician. These statistics shew, first, that the bulk of the litigation in 
England and Wales, whether estimated by the number of ‘“ Proceed- 
ings commenced”’ or of ‘‘ Cases heard and determined,” is carried on 
in the county court; and, secondly, that while the volume of 
‘* Plaints, &c.,”’ entered in the county court has for nearly half a 
century increased almost exactly in the same ratio as the population, 
and while the Chancery Division of the High Court has pursued the 
even tenor of its way, the number of ‘ Writs, &c.,” issued in the 
Queen’s Bench Division, after increasing rateably with the population 
until 1867, suddenly dropped from 127,000 in that year to 83,000 in 
1868, has never since reached an average of 100,000, and is less than 
68,000 at the present time. 

The phe wr drop in the number of writs in the Queen's 
Bench Division which occurred between 1867 and 1873 was due partly 
no doubt to the paralysis of commercial business consequent upon 
the Overend and Gurney failure and the panic of 1866; but chiefly to 
the effect of an Act of Parliament, passed in 1867, which provided 
that costs should not be recoverable in the superior courts where the 
cause of action, if in contract, should involve an amount of les 
than £20, or if in tort of less than £10. I take these figures 
from the Civil Judicial Statistics presented to Parliament m 
August, 1903. There is an aspect of this growth of the business 
of the county courts, and of its bearing upon the business of the 
High Court of Justice, on which I venture to say a few words. A 
bitter cry has, from time to time, gone up from the representatives of 
the common law bar who watch the ebbing tide of business in the 
King’s Bench Division of the High Court with natural and just 
alarm, and various explanations are given of the unwelcome 
phenomenon. In a report published in the month of August, 189%, 
the General Council of the Bar, a distinguished body elected by the 
profession and composed of King’s Counsel and juniors of large 
practice and matured experience, whose opinion on the subject must 
carry great weight, ‘formulated allegations’”—to use their own 
expression—of a grave character. No fault was found with the 
Chancery Division, the Probate and Divorce Division, or the 
Commercial Court, but the arrangements for the transaction of 
business in the Queen’s Bench Division were trenchantly criticize 
and the antique assize circuit system was declared to be ‘‘ defective @ 
every respect.” Into the justice of those cengures I do not presume 
to inquire. I shall only refer to one paragraph of the report which 
brings the views of the writers into touch with the subject of this 
pamphlet: ‘‘In the opinion of the council, this state of things cannot 
go on without seriously impairing the popular belief in the efficacy 
trial in the Queen’s Bench Courts. Such delays and uncertamly 
deter suitors from secking redress for their grievances in the tribunals 
of the country, and drive them to arbitration and other methods of 
settlement.”’ 

There can be little doubt, in face of the figures I have given above 


ae 


® Vide Second Report of the Judicature Commissioners, 1872, p. 15. 
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that ‘other methods” must, in the minds of the General Council of 
the Bar, mean, or at least include, the county court; and I will 
assume that the words are used as a handy periphrasis, just as the 
expression “‘ another place” is sometimes used and quite well under- 
stood in the conventional code of Parliamentary etiquette. That the 
common law bar should be in danger of serious detriment in con- 
sequence of any system of procedure is, however, a ve matter. 
The common law bar is an ancient and benowieliie testitution, 
whose members as a body have always been loyally true to its unique 
gatives and high obligations. Greatadvocates, great jurists, and 
great judges have been trained under its oe and every tyro in 
its ranks is duly zealous to preserve its privileges and to hand down 
its traditions as a solemn trust. The efficiency and integrity of its 
members constitute something more than the equipment of a craft; 
they are essential factors in the economy of our Hoglish courts of law, 
because the members of the bar frequent those courts, not only as 
advocates, but as critics, and—to use the epi mic words of Lord 
Halsbury—‘‘ Criticism is the salt of the administration of justice.” 
Two suggestions were offered by the Bar Council in their report— 
first, that “‘ at least six courts sitting continuously in London through- 
out the legal year for the trial of actions in the Queen's Bench 
Division” are ‘‘ imperatively ee ”; and secondly, that ‘‘an 
addition to the number of judges of the Queen Bench Division ’’ is 
“imperatively required.” But will more sails bring more wind to 
fill them? Will it do merely to crowd on more canvas and then 
whistle for a breeze? The necessity for more judge-power suggested 
by the report of the Bar Council is hardly borne out / the published 
statistics, which shew that the business of the King’s Bench Division 
was less in volume in the year 1901 than the average of the preceding 
five years. Here are the figures: 


Number of actions for trial in the Queen’s Bench Division (1895) ... 
Quinquennial average... Ss “<e iam =e ose ose 
Number of actions for trial in the King’s Bench Division (1901) ... 
Quinquennial average... eet ane eos eee -. 3,62 

It was alleged that there were, nevertheless, heavy arrears in the 
King’s Bench Division, caused, in the opinion of the Bar Council, by 
the absence of thirteen of his Majesty’s judges on circuit, an absence 
averaging annually some seventy days per judge, “‘ part of that time 
being spent in assize towns at which there is generally—almost in- 
variably—no business either civil or criminal.’’ The assize towns will, 
however, if threatened, have a voice in the question of what they 
would probably deem their own degradation. In addition to being 
assize towns, they are parliamentary constituencies ; they have been 
accustomed to their assizes ever since the reign of Henry the Second, 
or thereabouts, They look forward with something more than pride 
to the periodical appearance in their midst of the ermined judge with 
his retinue, the high sheriff with his chaplain and his trumpeters, the 
grand jury, the petty jurors, and, now and then, the public execu- 
tioner, as well as the crowd of thirsty yokels who on these 
occasions flock into their streets, If the bar looks to the abandon- 
ment. of the present assize system as a remedy, it may have long 
to wait. The assize towns will die a natural death if it 
must be so, but they will not willingly aid in performing the happy 
despatch. ‘‘ A Correspondent” of the Times, criticizing in a special 
article the report of the Bar Council, writes: ‘‘ Popular feeling on the 
subject in the opinion of experienced persons of sound judgment ”— 
a delightful synonym for the party whips—‘‘ makes the maintenance 
of the system inevitable. ‘They’ve taken away our gaol, my lord, 
and if they take away our assizes, the Government that does it will 
never get another vote out of Presteign,’ said a leading solicitor of 
that pleasant village to a reforming judge anxious to study local 
opinion ; and though most Governments might not feel that particu- 

threat contain any serious terror, the feeling which prompted it is 
too widespread to be neglected.” 

Whatever the true explanation may be, the fact remains that at 
least two-thirds of what once formed the ordinary business of the 
King’s Bench Division has drifted to the county court, whither the 

,» 88 @ body, has not followed it. Is it really probable that the 
public who have enjoyed the experience of having cases of this kind 
tried swiftly and cheaply on the spot wili, under any practicable 
reform of the centralized procedure of the King’s Bench Division, 
consent to be led back to its fold? And, if not, is there not another 
remedy for the evils complained of in the interest of the bar? If the 
mountain ‘‘ will not come to Mohamet, why should not Mahomet go 
tothe mountain” ? If it be said that this litigation is carried on in 
remote localities, where it would be impracticable, if not impossible, 
for the central bar to follow it, surely that difficulty might easily be 
met. The a machinery is at hand. 
registries of the High Courts of Justice were established in eighty- 
six ws centres throughout England and Wales, and were 
ann to the county court in those places by the appointment of 
the county court registrar to the office of district istrar of the 

bh Court ex oficio. Does not this point to asolution? Let the 
500 county courts, with their statutory jurisdiction, their original 


4,605 
5,09 
3,313 


and ancient designation, their officers and their judges, remain 


3 | less than 


In the year 1876 district | P' 





exactly as they are. Let the litigation in respect of all debt-collecting 
claims not exceeding, say, £20 be carried on locally and swiftly in 
those courts, as at present. Give to them such increase of jurisdiction 
as may be deemed expedient ; but let the trial and disposal of all the 
heavier claims, of all the more important remitted actions, and the 
like, take place before the county court judge (unless the judge, with 
the sanction and approval of the Lord cellor, shall otherwise 
direct) at special sessions to be held periodically at one or other of the 
larger and more accessible court towns of each county court circuit, 
say at the courts to which district registries of the High Court are at 
present annexed. The County Courts Act of 1903 (3 Ed. 7, c. 42) 
empowers the Crown to direct by Order in Council that actions above 
£50 shall be tried only in the courts of the several county court circuits 
where due provision has been made for carrying on the business with- 
out interfering with the ordinary jurisdiction. If the common law 
bar should still scruple to attend such courts as its members attend the 
quarter sessions of the peace, that reluctance might ibly be over- 
come by changing the designation of the courts having such special 
sessions from county courts to ‘‘ Local District Courts,” as pro- 
posed by BroveHamM, or ‘County Central Courts,” connecti 
the m some day with the institution of ‘‘ County Central Crimina 
Courts” on the lines suggested by Sir HARRY POLAND, a measure 
already approved and recommended as ‘desirable’ by the General 
Council of the Bar. Such an arrangement, especially if it were 
accompanied by such exclusive right of audience—at least on certain 
days—as is enjoyed by the bar at quarter sessions, would not only put 
an end to many anomalies, but would secure for the judges of the 
local courts the benefit of that continuous professional criticism which 
is sometimes so sorely needed.* As Lord Hatspury truly and sagely 
remarked in his address at Derby: ‘‘The smaller the courts, the less 
open they are to the light of public criticism, the more important it is 









































































g | they should be kept closely in touch with those persons who can take 


care that right is done, and the more important that the judge, no 
e judge of the High Court and the Lord Chancellor, 
should be constantly under the pressure of public criticism.” 








Points to be Noted. 
Company Law. 


Transfer of Shares—‘: Usual Common Form.” — Articles of associa- 
tion required a transfer of shares to be ‘‘ in the usual common form.” A 
transfer by a shareholder of one paid-up share did not give the trans- 
feror’s address or the denoting number of the share. The transferor 
had, however, only one share in the company, and for this she had 
signed the company’s memorandum of association, and her then 
address was set out there and also in her share certificate, but before 
the transfer she had left this address, and the company did not know 
her new place of residence. Held, that the omissions were immaterial, 
and that the transfer must be registered——RE LETHEBY & 
CHRISTOPHER (LIMITED) (Buckley, J., April 15) (1904, 1 Ch. 815). 


Compulsory Winding Up—Information Obtained by Official 
Receiver from Officers of Company.— When a compulsory winding- 
up order is made the official receiver becomes ex officio liquidator of 
the company, but the court may, and frequently does, appoint as a 
liquidator some outsider approved by the creditors and contributories 
at the first meetings, who hen displaces the official receiver from his 
position as liquidator. In the meantime the official receiver has 
generally interviewed directors and other officers of the company, and 
obtained from them information as to the company and its affairs. It 
has been held that there is no duty on the official receiver to pass this 
information on to the new liquidator, but it was judically hinted that 
possibly the court could on sufficient evidence direct the official receiver, 
as its officer, to disclose the information to the new liquidator.—RE 
Lake GEorGcE Manes (Lrirep) (Byrne, J., Feb. 9) (1904, 1 Ch. 803). 








In the Vacation Court on Wednesday Mr. Justice Bigham, address 

the bar, said: ‘‘ Before beginning business I wish to say a few words wi 
to the serious loss we have all suffered by the death of Mr. Justice 

Wright. He was not only a great lawyer and judge, but a kind and 
good man He was a most brilliant ornament to the profession, and his 
untimely death is a great loss to the country.” Mr. Bramwell Davis, 
K.C., replying forthe bar, said: ‘‘U behalf of the bar I wish to ex- 
ress my concurrence with what your lordship has said. I have not had 
the opportunity of practising before the learned judge, whose death we 
all lament, to the same extent as some of my friends; but when he sat in 
company win -up business I had the privilege of appearing before him. 
We all feel that his death is a great loss to the profession.” 

* “Tt is found j is much a bar. He its by 
critics and eet we erp ings this = ape A —- court jodg tas 


J 
he is left to himeelf, or if his’ equals do not practice before him, he too 
0 slovenly.” “Times leading article, February 19, 1879, 
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Cases of the Week. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


Itc THOMAS HENRY BROUGHTON BAMFORD, A SOLICITOR OF THE 
SUPREME COURT, AND TOMLINSON v. BAMFORD. 17th August. 


Pracrice—Trusreze—SALe ov Trust Funps—Lopomenr or SEcuRITIZS AND 
PayMENT OF ProceEps or Sate rnro Courr—Form or Orpen. 


Motion upon behalf of the plaintiffs, Mrs. Sarah M. Tomlinson and 
Miss Edgeworth Dunn and Miss Jessie Dove Harris, for an order that the 
defendant Mr. Bamford might be ordered on or before the 20th of August, 
104, or within four days after service of the order to be made hereon on 
him, to lodge in court the securities now forming part of the trust estate of 
the will of Bryan Dunn, deceased, so far as relates to the settled shares 
of the plaintiff S. M. Tomlinson and the plaintiff A. E. Dunn, and the 
sum of £1,314 2s. 1d., moneys in his hands, and all other moneys being 
part of the said trust estate. In support of the motion it was said that 
the defendant was one of two trustees of a settiement. The settle- 
ment funds were left in his hands and amounted in 1900 to 
£3,656 19s. 2d. The securities upon which it was invested consisted of two 
mortgages for £1,500 and £700 respectively ; £600 Great Western Railway 
Ordinary Stock, and £280 North British Railway Preference Stock ; anda 
balance of £16 19s. 2d. uninvested. The defendant had sold the Great 
Western Railway Stock and £180 of the North British Railway Stock, and 
the proceeds of the sales were, it was believed, still in the hands of the 
defendant. The defendant did not appear. 

Bicuam, J., made an order that, the defendant not appearing, upon a 
proper affidavit of service, the defendant on or before the 20th of August, 
190-1, or within four days after service of this order on him, do lodge in 
court the mortgages for £1,500 and £700, and the certificates of the £100 
North British Railway Preference Stock belonging to the trust and still 
unsol, and that the defendant within such time as aforesaid also pay into 
court the sum of £1,314 2s. 1d., as mentioned in the notice of motion.— 
CounseL, Badcock, K.C. and Chetham Strode. Sourcrrors, Crowders, Vizard, § 
Oldham, for Browetis, Coventry. 


[Reported by J. E. Atvous, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 


Re BOWLBY. BOWLBY ». BOWLBY. No.2. 14th, 15th, 16th, 17th June: 
* 9th August. 


Invant — Contincent Lecacy — MaAInreNANCE — ACCUMULATIONS—PARENT 
AND CHILD — Tenant ror Lire — Ricur to AccuMULATIONS — Con- 
VEYANCING AND Law or Provertry Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 43), 
s. 43. : 


This was an appeal from a decision of Joyce, J. By his will dated the 
17th of June, 1898, a testator, who died in 1902, bequeathed to each of 
his daughters woo should attain the age of twenty-one years or 
marry with the consent (if marrying after his death) of her guardian or 
guardians the sum of £50,000, with a proviso that the legacy given to each 
of his daughters who should attain twenty-one or marry with such consent 
as aforesaid should not vest absolutely in her, but should be retained by 
his trustees and held by them upon trust to invest as in the will mentioned 
and to pay the income of such legacy and of the investments for the time 


to such daughter of his, if she should not be a member of the Roman 
Catholic Church at his death, during her life or until she should 
become a member of the Roman Catholic Church, and so that during 
coverture the same should be for her separate use without power of antici- 
pation. And after the determination in the lifetime of such daughter of 
the trust thereinbefore declared of the income in her favour, the trustees 
should, during the remainder of her life, hold the income upon the trusts 
and for the purposes upon and for which the same would, for the time 
being, be held if she were then dead, and after the death of such 
daughter should stand possessed of her settled legacy and the future 
income thereof upon trust for the children or remoter issue of such 
daughter as in the will mentioned. The will contained a direction for 
making the infant children of the testator wards of court, and not- 
withstanding anything thereinbefore contained, all powers, whether 
statutory or otherwise, as to the education, maintenance, or advance- 
ment of such children, or any of them, while minors were to 
be exercised by his trustees only under the direction of the court. 
The testator left one son who had attained the age of twenty-one years, 
and three sons and four daughters at the death of the testator were under 
thatage. By an order of the 9th of February, 1903, it was ordered that 
the sum £1,000 per annum should be allowed for the maintenance of one 
of the testator’s infant daughters. In January, 103, the trustees had 
appropriated the sum of £53,547 103. 6d. Consols to answer this daughter's 
settled legacy. The daughter had attained the age of twenty-one years 
and had not become a member of the Roman Catholic Church " The 
trustees had accumulated the surplus income which had arisen from 
the settled legacy bequeathed to the daughter, the £1,000 not having 
exhausted the whole of the income accruing on the Consols, and they now 
took out a summons asking that directions might be given them either 


— 
unapplied income accrued during her minority of her settled | and 
accumulations of such income, or (2) to retain such moneys and funds ang 
hold the same upon trusts declared by the will of the capital of the settlg 
legacy. Joyce, J., held that the surplus income belonged to the daughter 
absolutely. ‘The trustees appealed. 

Tue Covurr (Vavucuan Wiurams, Romer, and Cozens-Hanpy, LJj) 
allowed the appeal. , 

Vaucuan WituraMs, L.J., delivered judgment allowing the appeal. 

Romer, L.J.—This is an appeal from an order of Joyce, J. This ordg 
was made by the learned judge contrary to his own view on the ground 
that the case was covered by the decision in ‘Re Scott (50 W. Kt. 454; 1903, 
1 Ch. 918). In that case Buckley, J., held that according to the true cop. 
struction of section 43 (2) of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, a tenant fo 
life of a contingent share of residue who had attained twenty-one wy 
entitled to the accumulation of income unapplied for maintenance. [ ap 
unable to accept that view. Subject to any contrary intention expressed in 
the instrument (sub-section 3), it seems to me that the words ‘‘ pro 
from which the same arises ’’ means the property the income arising fro 
which has been accumulated. This involves, not that the persons inte. 
ested in the capital will alone take, but that the accumulations become m 
accretion to the capital, with the result that all persons interested therein, 
whether as tenant for life or otherwise, will in due course and order take 
precisely the same interests as they take in the original capital. I cannot 
adopt the view that the accumulations of income arising before the 
contingency bappens belong to the person whose life interest does not 
commence until the contingency happens. I think, therefore, that the 
decision in Re Scott ought not to be followed. It was assumed in & 
Scott that section 43 authorized the trustees to allow maintenance and to 
accumulate the residue of the income, but I think that this was not s0, 
It is settled that section 43 has no application unless apart from the Act 
the infant would under the terms of the will be entitled to the arrears of 

income on attaining twenty-one: Re Dickson (33 W. R. 511, 29 Ch. D, 
331). ‘This must mean either as tenant for life or absolutely. If a share 
of residue is given absolutely to an infant contingently on attaining 
twenty-one, the infant will be entitled to both capital and arrears of income 
on attaining twenty-one, and section 43 will apply. butif the infant only 
becomes tenant for life of the share of residue with its accretion on 
attaining twenty-one, the case will not fall within the language of 
section 43, as interpreted by the Court of Appeal. The main 
argument, however, before us was that a contingent legacy by a father 
to an infant child is an exception to the rule that interest is not 
payable until the contingency happens; that in such a case 1t is payable 
from the testator’s death until the happening of the contingency, and 
the child is entitled to have maintenance provided out of such 
interest, and has a vested interest in the whole of the income or %# 
much thereof as may not be applied for maintenance, and that, 

as the object of section 43 was not to alter the rights of parties, 
the accumulations arising from the vested interest of the infant legatee 

must belong to the infant, there being an expression of a “‘ contrary 
intention’ within sub-section 3 of section 43 sufficient to negative the 
directions in sub-section 2: Re Humphreys (41 W. R. 519; 1893, 3 Ch. }), 

It is not easy to understand precisely on what principle the courts have 

proceeded in this matter. The words used by a testator have a different 

operating effect according as the legatee is or is not an infant child of the 
testator. It appears to be a matter of construction, a presumption being 
raised that a father making a future vested or contingent provision for an 
infant child did not intend the infant to be deprived of maintenance in the 
meantime. It is, however, certainly not an absolute rule that in all cases 

a legacy by a father to an infant child carries interest from the death, for 

the presumption does not arise if a provision for maintenance out of other 

property is contained in the same will: Wynch v. Wynch (1 Cox. 433), 

Ellis v. Ellis (1 Sch. & Lef. 1). There are, moreover, authorities which 

shew that interest allowed on such a legacy is not always allowed at the 

ordinary rate. On the other hand, whether we regard the language used 
by text-writers or the form of order usually adopted by the 
court, the common means of providing maintenance has been 
to declare that the legacy carries interest from the death. 

Upon the whole, however, I think that the true view & 

that the infant is entitled, not to interest on the legacy as such, but only 

to maintenance, although for the purpose of creating a fund, and as 4 

matter of convenience, the court has been in the habit of allowing an 

annual sum at the rate of 4 per cent. upon the amount of the legacy. ‘The 

case of Chambers v. Goldwin (11 Ves. 1) is important on this point. U 

the whole I think it is not correct to say that an infant child is entitled as 

of right to interest as such from the father’s death until the contingency 
happens, and that being so, the contention on the part of the respondent 
fails. No authority has been produced in which the doctrine has been 
applied to a case in which the infant child is only tenant for life of the con- 
tingent legacy, and if I had taken a different view on the main point, J am 
not prepared to say that I should have extended the doctrine to such & 
case. Then, apart from the general principle, on the language of this 
particular will I am of opinion that the daughter’s life interest in the con- 
tingent legacy only arose on the happening of the contingency, i.c., on het 
attaining twenty-one. Prior to that date she took no interest in the legacy 
as such, although she was entitled to a provision for maintenance out of 
the antecedent income arising from the appropriated fund. 1 do not think 
it can reasonably be held that she had a vested interest in the income of 

appropriated fund for the period before the contingency itself happened. 

The result is that the appeal must be allowed. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Counstly 

Vaughan Hawkins; Rowden, K.C., and Stokes. Soxicrvons, Farrer § Oui 

Kennedy, Ponsonsby, § Ryde. 





(1) to pay and transfer to the daughter the money and funds representing 


[Reported by J. I. Sxinuine, Esq., Burrister-at-Law.]} 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


FOLJAMBE v. JOHN SMITH’S TADCASTER BREWERY CO, (LIM.). 
Kekewich, J. 28th, 29th, and 30th July ; 6th August. 


LanpLoxp AND Tenant—Wastes or tue Manor—IncitosurE—Quir Rents 
—Norice to Qurr—Srarvure Quia Emprores (18 Ep. 1). 

This was an action to recover possession of two dwelling-houses, with 
the outbuildings and gardens belonging to them, situated near Grime- 
thorpe Green, Brierley, Yorkshire. ‘he plaintiff was Lord of the Manor 
of Brierley, and the premises in question were parcel of the manor. The 
earliest mention in the records of the manor of the premises in question was 
jn the year 1719, when a certain parcel of land was held by one Edmond 
Cowper at a yearly rent of one shilling. In 1732 the said piece of land was 
held by Gervase Cowper, one of the plaintiff’s predecessors in title. By a 
deed dated the 25th of October, 1732, (;ervase Cowper sold his interest in the 
raid land with a cottage or tenement then standing thereon, containing two 

round rooms and an outshott and one chumber, with all the outhouses 
and buildings and one toft or croft and garden stead to the same belong- 
ing, to one John Kirk for the term of 999 years at the yearly rent of a 

ppercorn, and Cowper warranted he was seised of the said land -and 
hereditaments for an estate in fee simple in possession free from incum- 
brances except only the yearly rent of one shilling, payable to the lord of 
he said manor. This deed was not registered nor presented to the court of 
the manor. By adeed dated the 19th of March, 1757, which was also 
not registered nor presented, Henry Wray and Mary his wife, the widow 
of the said John Kirk, and Robert Kirk, eldest son of John Kirk, in whom 
the interest of the said John Kirk in the said hereditaments was then 
vested, sold their interest in the said land with the said cottage or tene- 
ment then divided into two dwelling-houses, and contaiuing three 
ground rooms, one outshott, two chambers, one mistal or cow-house, two 
gardens, one orchard, toft or croft, and-also one parcel of land or ground 
adjoining the said cottage, to one William Shirt for the term of 999 
years from the 11th of November, 1752, at the yearly rent of a red rose. 
The said land and hereditaments were described as and were in fact held of 
the lord of the said manor at the yearly rent of 1s. 2d. By various inter- 
mediate conveyances the interest in the said premises became vested in 
William Wood in 1893. In 1822 the said premises were held of the 
lord of the manor at a yearly rent of two shillings, and in 1837 the 
rent was increased to five shillings. In 1861 an encroachment was 
made on the waste of the manor, a presentment was made to the 
court, and the rent in respect of such encroachment was assessed at one 
penny per year, which was afterwards paid. By a deed dated the 5th of 
June, 1902, the said William Wood assigned to the defendants all the 
estate and interest in the said land and premises comprised in the said 
indenture of the 19th of March, 1757, for the residue of the unexpired 
term of 999 years, and subject to the rents and conditions therein con- 
tained, By a deed dat-d the 5thot December, 1902, the defendants by virtue 
of the provisions of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, purported to enlarge the 
term, estate, and interests in the said lands into an estate in fee simple. 
On the 2nd of January, 1903, the defendants gave to the plaintiff notice in 
writing under the Copyhold Act, 1894, of their desire that the said lands 
should be released from the free rents and enfranchised under the said 
Act. The plaintiff denied that the said lands and hereditaments were 
subject to free or quit rents, or that the defendants were tenants within 
the meaning of the said Act, and on the 26th of November, 1902, he deter- 
mined the defendants’ estate and interest in the said land and premises by 
notice in writing requiring them to quit and deliver up possession on the 
dist of May, 1903, or at the expiration of the year of their tenancy which 
should expire next after the end of one half-year from the service of the 
said notice. The plaintiff claimed a declaration that the defendants were 
tenants of the said premises from year to year, and that the notice to quit 
was a valid notice. 

Kexewicu, J., said that this was a strange case. The plaintiff, who was 
the Lord of the Manor of Brierley, sought to be declared entitled to land of 
which he had not been in possession in the vulgar sense of the word for about 
two centuries, and based his claim, not on the expiration or sooner deter- 
mination of a long term, but on a notice to determine an alleged annual 
tenancy by virtue of which the defendants and their predecessors in title, 
covering of course many generations, had occupied the premises for the 
period aforesaid. The premises in question formed part of the Manor of 
Brierley and at one time formed part of the waste known as Grimethorpe 
Common. ‘The question was by what title they were severed from it or 
enclosed. The defendants’ case was that the original tenant through 
whom they claimed was a freehold tenant of the manor to whom a grant 
was made at a quit rent, that they were such tenants now and were 
entitled to all the privileges attaching to that character. There was no 
doubt that if they established that they could claim enlargement of the 
long term now vested in them and enfranchisement, or that, in 
other words, they could at request, and subject to compliance 
with the provisions of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and the Copyhold 
Act, 1894, in that behalf be converted into tenants in fee simple. 
For this purpose they must satisfy the court that the man through whom 
they traced title was a freehold tenant of the manor at a quit rent, and they 
must carry this back to a date prior to the statute Quia Empiores. Since 
sen no such tenancy could have been created. No grant could be proved, 

ut it might be inferred, and Doe dem. Whittick v Johnson (Gow. 173) 
shewed that subject to one qualification it ought to be inferred, or rather 
Presumed, where a rent had been paid to the lord time out of mind. The 
Peay ag of the defendants’ case laid in the proposition that a legal origin 
vd this lengthened occupation must be found, and that the only one that 
could properly be found was that which they asserted to be true. The 
Weakness of the case against them was that an annual tenancy was im- 





presumably was enclosed from the common. 


oie and that there could not be a presumption in favour of it. 
y the records of the manor, including in that term not only authoritative 
documents but also miscellaneous documents, ¢.y., call books—that is, lists 
of those tenants whose names were called over at the courts, it was estab- 
lished that there were no copyhold tenants of the manor of Brierley, and 
that the tenants consisted of three classes: (1) rack-renters, (2) freehold 
tenants, and (3) cottagers. About the second of these classes 
nothing need for the moment be said, the description explained itself. 
The first class was constituted mainly, if not entirely, of tarmers who 
occupied land parcel of the manor under agreements written or verbal 
with the lord on terms and at rents which depended, as farming tenancies 
elsewhere depended, on varying conditions which from time to time 
influenced supply and demand. ‘The defeudants, of course, did not belong 
to this class and were not concerned with it, but its existence was 
important to be noted if only in contrast to the other classes with which 
it was conuected in the history of the case. The third class required a 
word of explanation. The term cottager was well known in the vernacular, 
and was used to denote a man occupying a cottage as distinguished from a 
farm or mansion-house. Itwas often used to mean something more, and 
that further meaning with an addition was the one in which it was used here. 
A cottager was often understood to mean a labourer who resided in a 
cottage on the estate on which he worked, and which he rented from the 
landlord or farmer on easy terms. It was common knowledge that cottages 
had to be provided by owners of agricultural properties or manufactories tor 
the residence of those whom they or their tenants employed, and this was 
done from time to time on convenient spots. Where there was a common, 
convenience pointed to small enclosures for this purpose, and the powers 
conferred by the Statute of Merton facilitated what was otherwise convenient. 
It would not be right to lay stress on the fact that the land in question 
immediately adjoined Grimethorpe Common, but the fact was at least 
consistent with the land having been enclosed from the common, and the 
age of the older buildings, said to be about 150 years, for the erection of 
which the stone of the country was employed, pointed in the same direction. 
But all this went a very little way, if at all, towards proving that the 
defendants were not freehold tenants or did not claim through one. It 
might well be that they held a cottage on that tenure. There might have 
been an ancient grant of part of the waste at a quit rent, and a cottage 
might have been built thereon. The presumption thus far was in favour 
of that conclusion and adverse to an annual tenancy. Next came a fact 
which, though not fatal to that conclusion, tended to rebut that presump- 
tion. There was no trace of this holding or of any tenant of it or of any 
rent paid in respect of it till 1719. It might have escaped enumeration, but 
there was absence of notice in the earlier documents, where, if existing, it 
ought to have been found. Turning to the first of the defendants’ title- 
deeds, the deed of the 25th of October, 1732, there was a full description 
of the property in the parcels of that deed and they were stated to be held 
of the lord of the manor at and under the yearly rent of 1s., which accords 
with the records of the manor. There was no doubt about the validity 
of that deed, but the legal effect of it and the actual duration of the term 
thereby created depended upon the question whether the lessor was a free- 
hold or annual tenant. Towards the solution of that question the deed 
did not afford much assistance, but it was certainly consistent with the 
alleged freehold tenancy, and if such tenancy ought otherwise to be pre- 
sumed there was nothing there to rebut it. But contrasting it with the 
deed of the 19th of March, 1757, a factor ot a new and important character 
was found. This deed also contained a full description of the premises 
intended to be thereby demised. It was not precisely in the same 
language as that used in the deed of 1732, but it might be regarded as 
substantially identical, except that there appeared to be anaddition of a 
parcel of land or ground. There was another difference, the premises were 
stated to be held of the lord of the manor at the yearly rent of 1s. 2d. 
Having regard to thecustom of the manor, this additional twopence must be 
taken to be a rent assessed in respect of the additional land which 
Tt could not, of 
course, be a quit rent for a freehold tenement. But for the 
fact that in the opinion of the learned judge the one shilling 





















































































and the additional twopence could be properly severed and attributed to 


the original land and the additional land respectively, this variation in 
rent would be a serious obstacle in the way of the defendants. In the case 
already cited, Doe dem. Whittick v. Johnson, it was said that where rents 
had been paid for a long series of years ‘‘ without variation ’’ the presump- 
tton was that they were quit rents, and the words ‘‘ without variation”? were 
of the essence of this proposition, for a quit rent must beinvariable. It was 
only by severing the two portions of the rent that one could avoid a 
complete rebuttal of the presumption. A similar remark might be made 
respecting the addition of one penny to the rent in 1860, which was 
assessed for a particular encroachment and might be taken not as part of 
the whole rent but as rent for that encroachment only. No such remark 
could be made respecting two other iticreases of rent. When the first was 
made was not certain, but for some years before 1837 the rent of the 
premises was 2s., which was paid in respect of the whole, so that some 
part of the difference between that and 1s. 2d. must have been attri- 
butable to the original land. In 1837 there was a further rise from 
2s. to 5s. It was said that there was a general raising of rent of 
cottage holdings at that time. There was no record of there having been 
in the meantime any addition to the holding. Therefore there were 
two variations of the original rent, the last of which was made 
under circumstances pointing to those premises being held on 
the same tenure as other cottages, and they were acquiesced 
in for a long period of years. It must be inferred that 
these additions of rent were made as of right by the landlord, who 
could insist on his own terms as against his tenant. It seemed to follow 





that the presumption in favour of the defendants which was possible on 
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the earlier facts was no longer possible, or had been rebutted, and that 
the defendants’ predecessor must be taken to be, not a freehold tenant, 
but a cottager in the sense that he held a small piece of land parcel of 
the manor from the lord as annual tenant. The defendants claimed 
that, so far as concerned the addition to the original holding, and even 
as regards that original holding, if they were not found to be free- 
hold tenants thereof, they might have a title by custom, but no 
attempt was made to define the custom or to prove it in fact or law, 
and the learned judge expressed himself unable to understand how 
such a custom could be proved, and there was no evidence of it. The 
plaintiff was entitled to a declaration that the defendants were tenants 
under him of the premises in question on a tenancy from year to year, and 
that the notice to quit of the 26th of November, 1902, was valid, and that 
the plaintiff was entitled to recover possession of the said premises by virtue 
of such notice.—CounsrLt, P. 0. Lawrence, K.C., and Foa; Warmington, 
K.C., Ingpen, K C., and Archibald Brown. Sorscrrors, Bell, Brodrick, § 
Gray, for Parker, Rhodes, §& Co., Rotherham; Gribble, Oddie, Sinclair, § 
Johnson, for Oxley § Coward, Rotherham. 
[Reported by R. F. Stussine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
STEARNS v. VILLAGE MAIN REEF GOLD MINING CO. (LIM.). Walton, 
jJ- lith August. 


InsurANcE—TotaL Loss—ComMANDEERED Go~p—Partiat RestiruTion— 
Repvucrion or Loss—Mistake ore Fact—Monery Recetvep ror Use or 
PLAINTIFFS. 


By a policy of insurance underwritten by the plaintiff and other under- 
writers the defendant company, who were mine owners in the late South 
African Republic, insured their gold. On the 2nd of October, 1899, just 
prior to the outbreak of war, the Government of the late South African 
Republic commandeered gold belonging to the defendants of the value of 
£21,880. The defendants made a claim under the policy and the 
plaintiffs paid the whole amount as for a total loss (the sum 
being first put in joint names in War Loan Stock pending a 
decision in the House of Lords, and subsequently paid over to the 
defendants). In November and December, 1899, the Government 
of the late South African Republic paid to the defendants £7,239 12s. 
The plaintiffs’ contention was that such payment was a partial restitution. 
The plaintiffs had paid as for a total loss, and since the defendants’ loss 
had been diminished by the payment the plaintiffs were entitled to be 
repaid a sum equivalent to the partial restitution. The defeudants con- 
tended that the payment was not by way of partial restitution, but arose 
out of anew contract with the Government of the late South African 
Republic that, in consideration of the Government making the said payment, 
the defendant company would continue to work the mines and to give the 
Government 50 per cent. of the proceeds. It was a contract coming into 
existence after the seizure. The underwriters could nut be entitled to 
money received under that contract. By the then laws the defendant 
company was obliged to continue working the mines, otherwise the 
Government of the late South African Republic would have taken them 
over. 

Watton, J., held, that there was no bargain with the Government 
of the late South African Republic. The defendants had to work 
the mine, otherwise the Government would. The payment was made 
as partial restitution of the commandeered gold, and by that amount 
the plaintiffs were entitled to be recouped. As to interest (after argument, 
during which De Bernales v. Wood(3 Camp. Rep. 258), London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railway Co. v. South-Eastern Railway Co. (1893, App. Cas. 420), 
Rhymney Railway Co. v. Rhymney Iron Co. (38 W. R. 764, 25 Q. B. D. 146), 
Sheba Gold Mining Co. v. Trubshawe (40 W. R. 381; 1892, 1 Q. B. 674), 
and Cameron v. Smith (2 B. &. A. 305) were cited), that would run from the 
date when the money was invested in War Loan Stock. Judgment for 
plaintiffs.—Covunset, Lord R. Cecil, K.C., J. A. Hamilton, K.C., and 7. 
Mathew ; Scrutton, K.C., and Mackinnon. Souticrrors, Waltons, Johnson, 
Bubb, §& Whatton ; Julius & Thomas. 

[Reported by W. T. Turton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re WINGFIELD & BLEW. No. 2. 3rd August. 


Soriciror—Costs—Taxation—Divorce Procrepincs—Jupicia, SEpARA- 
TIon— Atimony— Derence or Sreconp Petition—Retainer ny Wire— 
Necessakirs—MartnimontaL Causes Act, 1852 (20 & 21 Vicr. c. 85), 
88. 22, 26. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Warrington, J., upon an appli- 
cation by Messrs. Wingfield & Blew, solicitors, for a review of taxation. 
On the 30th of October, 1901, Mr. Pinson presented a petition against his 
wife for divorce. On the 29th of November, 1901, the wife retained 
Messrs. Wingfield & Blew to act for her in defending her against the peti- 
tion. On the 13th of December, 1901, she employed them to commence 
an action for detinue against the husband for her clothes. On the 4th 
of February, 1902, an order for interim alimony was made in the divorce 
proceedings. On the 25th of April, 1902, the divorce petition was dismissed 
with costs, and a decree for judicial separation was made in favour of the 
wife. On the 15th of July, 1902, the husband prerented a second petition 
against the wife for divorce. On the 4th of September, 1902, an order 
was made increasing the interim alimony. On the 30th of October, 1902, 
the action for detinue was decided in favour of the wife. On the 27th of 





February, 1903, the second divorce petition was dismissed with costs, Qy 
the 17th of March, 1903, permanent alimony was decreed. On the 13th of 
June, 1903, Messrs. Wingfield & Blew sent in two bills of costs to the 
husband, one relating to the divorce proceedings, including both 
the first and second petitions and the alimony proceedings, the 
other relating to the detinue action. The party and party costs hag 
already been paid by the husband, and the object of the bills was tp 
obtain the difference between party and party costs and solicitor and client 
costs. The taxing-master decided that the husband was liable for solicitor 
and client costs in the divorce proceedings up to the date of the order for 
judicial separation, and for any subsequent costs in respect of the com. 
pletion of the order, and that as to the detinue action he was liable up 
to the same date and not further. The solicitors then took out a summons 
to review, and upon that summons Warrington, J., decided, upon the con. 
struction of section 26 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, that the 
husband was liable for the whole of the costs incurred in the first divorce 
suit, including all the proceedings for alimony ; that he was liable for the 
costs of the detinue action, the husband not having withdrawn his retainer; 
that he was liable for the costs of the second petition on the principle of 
Turner v. Rookes (1839, 10 A. & E. 47). The husband appealed. 

Tur Courr (VavcHAN WiuiaMs, Romer, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ) 
allowed the appeal, and that the case was not within Turner v. Rookes, 
Their lordships held that a fresh retainer was required for the second 
petition, and that under section 26 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, 
the husband was not liable for the costs.—CounseL, Norton, K.C., and 
Van Neck ; Rowden, K.C., and Sheldon. Souicrrors, Wingfield § Blew; J, 
Mitchell, for R. A. Willeock § Taylor, Wolverhampton. 

{Reported by J. I. Srietine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 








Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


ProvincrAL MEETING. 


The following are the proposed arrangements for the provincial meeting 
of the Law Society, which is to be held, on the invitation of the Hampshire 
Incorporated Law Society, at Portsmouth on Tuesday and Wednesday, the 
11th and 12th of October next :— 

Turspay, the 11th of October.—Members will meet at the Assembly 
Rooms, Esplanade Hotel, Southsea, at 11 a.m., wh-n Mr. Thomas Rawle, 
the president of the Law Society, will deliver his address. This will be 
followed by the reading and discussion of papers contributed by members 
of the society. The meeting will adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon, 
and close at 4.30. In the evening the Mayor of Portsmouth (Mr. J. E, 
Pink, a member of the society) will entertain the members at the Town 
Hall 

Wepnespay, the 12th of October.—The meeting will be resumed at 11 
a.m., when the reading of papers and discussion thereof will be continued, 
The meeting will adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon, and close at 4.30, 
as before. In the evening there will be the usual dinner, which will be 
held at the Town Hall. ‘Tickets will be 25s. each. 

Tuurspay, the 13th of October.—Excursions will be made to the Isle of 
Wight and Winchester. In the evening a concert will be held on the 
Clarence Pier. 

Tuurspay and Fripay, the 13th and 14th of October.—Arrangements 
will be made for members to visit the Royal Dockyard and the ships in 
haroour. 

The annual general meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association 
will be held at the Assembly Rooms on Wednesday, the 12th of October, 
at 10 a.m. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Greorce Ernst Bensamin Buiaketey and Rogserr WIi..iam Coven, 
solicitors (Blakeley & Gough), Dewsbury. Aug. 6. [ Gazette, Aug. 16. 


General. 


In the Chancery Division, on the 12th inst., Mr. Justice Swiufen Eady, 
says the Daily News, delivered his reserved judgment in the action brought 
by the Scotch firm of cotton and thread manufacturers, Messrs. J. & P. 
Coats, who sought to have it declared that Messrs, Hill, Smith, Musgrave, 
Speight and Willey, five of the directors of the Yorkshire Woolcombers’ 
Association, were liable to them in damages for loss occasioned to the 
plaintiffs by taking shares and debentures in the said association, that 
taking having been induced by misrepresentation, in the prospectus. 
His lordship said the principal grounds of the plaintiffs’ complaint 
were that the prices paid for the businesses acquired by the association 
were not, as they should have been, according to its prospectus, based 
upon the actual profits earned by those private businesses, but calcu- 
lated upon an altogether different principle, the result being that 
in one case £275,000 was paid upon two weeks’ test running only, and 
in another the profits were estimated on the assumption that the works 
were run at night, which was not the case. He had come to the conclusion 
that all the businesses, with the exception of Musgrave’s, were taken ovet 








Aug. 20, 1904. . 
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at a profit based upon a principle different from that stated in the pro- 
of the association, and all the defendants must be taken to have 


known it. 


He acquitted Speight of all knowl of the mis-statements, 
but although Speight was not liable in an action for deceit, he held him to 
be liable under the Directors’ Liability Act and the Companies Act of 
1867. He gave judgment for the plaintiffs against all the defendants, with 
costs. Mr. Speight, however, would be relieved of so much of the costs as 
had been occasioned by the action so far as it was an action for deceit. 
There would be an inquiry as to damages. 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale 
Reversions AND Lire Pouicies. 

Messrs. H. E. Foster & Crayriewp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 769) of the 
above Interests at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when the majority of the Lots offered 
were sold, the total of sale being £5,215. 

REVERSIONS : £ 
Absolute to Three-sixteenths of £5,000 and £2,500, also to £3,500; 
various lives en ae am os - ot ooo ... Sold 1,170 
Absolute to £3,000; life 63 .., se sa ngs ~~ ooo .., Bold 1,700 
LIFE POLICIES : 
For £2,000; life56... ose one oo ae nt on ... Bold 


460 
For £2,000 ; life 58 5 oes pan om ine oes ‘ «+. B8old 1,300 
For £2,000; life54 ‘ pa pe % oe «» Sold 585 


















Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faripay, Aug 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrrep in CaANCERY. 

Fietpixes, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 13, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to uel, Hayes bldgs, 
The Hayes, Cardiff. Windybank & Co, Oxford ct, Cannon st, solors for liquidator 

Perroteum Ow Trusts, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, ited Aug 2, directed to be 
heard Oct 25. Kirby & Co, Gt George st, Westminster. Notice of appeariog must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Reapine Encineertne Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 24, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
E. J. Davis, 198, Caversham rd, Reading Brain & Brain, Reading, solors for liquidator 

County PaLatinE oF LANCASTER. 

Campgipce Mitt Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 9, directed to be 
heard at the Chancery Office, 9, Cook st, Liverpool, on Aug 23, at 11. Tweedale & Co, 
Oldham, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 22 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrrep 1n CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 16. _ 

Biamincuam Dairy Gazetrre Co, Limirep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept 30, to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts 
or claims, to George Gradon, 19 and 20, Union Bank bldgs, Hol circus 

ConsTANTINOPLE ENGINEERING AND SHipBuILDING Co, Limirep—Creditors are uired, 
on or before Sept 19, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
— or claims, to Harrold E. Perrin, 30, Moorgate st Lander, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st, 
solor 

Giaworeay Woo.tEn anp Tartorine Co (1901), Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Mr. J. E. Gunn, Westgate chmbrs, Westgate st, Cardiff. Grimes & 
Barry-Lewis, Gloucester, solors for liquidator 

LEICESTERSHIRE SUPER AERATION, LimiTED (1x LiquipaTIoN)—Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept 20, to send their names and ad ’ the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to G. Dundas Price, 8, Union ct, Old Broad st 

Lovpox Derr Leaps (Viororta), Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 1, to 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
ere John Lyne, 20, Copthall avy. Chave & Chave, London wall, solors for 

tor 

Loxpox axp CooLearpie ExpLorers, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 
30, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank 
Mills, 18, and 14, Abchurch In. Redfern & Hunt, Abchurch In, solors to liquidator 

Tuorxtey & Boorn, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 24, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Morton, 
Water st, Hyde, Chester J & P Hibbert, Hyde, solors for liquidators 

Wrexcua, Liurrep.—Creditors are ey on or before Sept 30, to send their names and 

ses,and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Francis Truefitt, 
81 and 32, Broad stav Radcliffe & Co, Craven st, Charing Cross, solors to liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or CLam. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 5. 


Brcxerr, ARcHIBALD, Boscombe, Bournemouth, Builder Oct 1 Park & Webster v 
ett & Moores, Joyce, J Aldridge, Bournemouth 
Buacx Oscar Drummonp, 134, London Wall, Merchant Nov2 McKenna & Co v Black, 
P en 7, J Bourne, Bedford row 
ouirt, Jesse, Bolton, Lancs Sept5 Dawson v Pollitt, Registrar, Manchester Powell, 


ester 
Rosz, Huau, Silverdale rd, Eastbourne, General in Bengal Staff Corps Oct 3 Hutchin- 
son v Rose, Buckley, J Brabant, Conduit st 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Torspay, Aug 9. 

Aremeox, Ropert Waker, Dewsbury Aug 30 Deane & Son, Dewsbury 
TEINSON, Saran, Driffield Sept 26 Robson, Pocklington 
4KER, Groncr Henny, Brondesbury Sept 12 Amery & Co, Fleet st 

TTISCOMBE, JAMES VALENTINE, Basinghall st, Solicitor Sept 5 Walker & Battis- 


combe, Basin, 
Bray, James, St Bristol Sept 20 Glyde, Bristol 
Bourox, R, West Hampstead Sept 30 


Waterloo pl 





Situteie & Go, Regus wf, | 


Brookes, Marra, Lansdowne pk, Bournemouth Soe Tunbridge & Co, Birmingham 
a ~ James Joux, Sidcup Hiil, Sidcup, Aug 31 Lumley & Lumley, Con- 
uit st ‘ 
Busne.t, Naomi, Cheltenham Sept14 Winterbotham & Co, Cheltenhim 
Burrers, Isatan Treaty, Matky, Plymouth Sept17 Gard, De rt f 
Cox. Henry, Brompton rd, Billiard Table Manufacturer one 3 Guildhall 
a Betsy, prong med bay — y at . ein Ka 
ULLINGWoRTH, CHARLES, Fullifoot, Yorks, Yeoman Knaresborough 

Dearpen, RicHarp Jessar, Surgeon, Manchester Sept 6 Ashworth & Inman, Man- 


chester 
Dorsett, Tuomas, Edgbaston, Birmingham Sept 10 Thursfleld & Messiter, Wednesbury 
Epmonpson, ry te oy Preble 7 Be 22 Cornish +4 Gardner, Liverpool 
Exuis, Evizasers, 00) 
Getpanrp. Squire, Moss side, Manchester Sept5 Preston & Son, Manchester 
Hittoy. Rosert, Pemberton, Building Inspector _ 2 Jackson, Wigan 
Jones, Wiit1aM, Pentre Estyll, Glam, Licensed Victualler Aug 31 Owen, Swansea 
Kiaet, Fsee, Cine inn Sentient 
INDsEY, Ei1za, Tiverton, Devon a . 
ieonmea, Heeman Wii.1m, Hare ct, Temple, Barrister at Law Sept30 Hollams & Co, 
M ng Cambridge, Surgeon Sept 1 Vinter, Cam) 
ATTHEWS, JoHN Cox, ge, n q + 
| eee Jouy, sy soy Nether, nr ae — stages Skinner, Sheffield 
orGAN, ALBERT Epwaap, Bristol, Accoun’ ’ 
Newron, Wituram Henry, Cheltenham Nov5 Broomhead & Co, Sheffield 
Nicsotsox, Cuarirs Nicaoxas, Totton, Southampton, Yeoman Sept 21 
Pope, Southampton 
Nowe, Dorzorny ExizaBeta James, Stockport Sept1 Vi r 
Nuwxs, Mary, Holmwood, nr Dorking Aug 29 Hart & Co, Dorking 
Pacy, Gzorag, Worthing, Brewer Sept13 Verrall, Wo 7 
ee ees Laverstock House, Southampton Sept 29 Powning & Jonas, 
isbur . 
et Euizanern Janet, Tenby, Pembroke Sept 6 Lock & Muncaster, Tenby, 
a i 


es . - . 
Scort, ExizaBETH Asn, Tewkesbury Sept 20 Davidson & Morriss, Queen Victoria s‘ 
Surru, Samvec, Pitsmoor, Sheffield Nov5 Broomhead & Co, Sheffield 
Sxgyp, Joun Wit.1am, Basford Hall, Staffs Aug20 Paine, H , Staffs 


Tay.or, Joan, Cromwell crescent, Kensington Sept29 Trinder & Go, Leadenhall st 


Tsompson, Peter, Arkendale, Yorks, 7 Gill, Knaresborough 
a Horninglow, ‘a, Wine Merchant Aug 31 Goodger & Son, Burton 
on Trent 
Wass, Some Linthanpe, nr Middlesbrough, Iron Moulder Sept 13 Spry & Preston, 
iddjesbroug! 
Watson. Mary Extex, Newton Abbot Sept 10 Webster, Newton Abbot 
Wuts, Joun, Somerset, Yeoman Sept 1 HS & 8 Watts, Yeovil 
Woopneap, Bersy, Gomersal, Yorks Sept9 Cadman & Co, nr Leeds 
London Gasetie.—Fripay, Aug. 12. 
oom. Waaten. bang yy Sept 15 Ont & Mosinee. Coleman st 
art, CAROLINE, She! Sept wman . : 
Berry, Hexey Norris, Ludgershall, Wilts, Farmer Sept 29 Smith & Son, Andover 
Best, Exvtzazern, Bexley Heath Sept 24 Wild & Collins, L ln. Cheap 
Bootn, James, Bramley, Leeds Octé Peckover & scriven, Leeds ‘ 
Brassey, Rictarp, Bulkeley Grange, nr Malpas, Chester Sept 20 Lee, Dodington, 
Whitechurch 
acne ee Willingale Doe, —_ . oe . ag pains 
UTLER, Ropest, te wn ‘ s 
Campse.t, Rosert Joun, Al rd, Kilburn, Drysalter Sept 18 Aldis, Basinghall st 
Carnack, Cuartes, Apple’on Roebuck, Yorks Oct 1 Ware & Sons, York 
CATTERALL, Pavt, , Lancs, Solicitor Sept15 Catterall & Liv . 
Cuurcu, Hannan Amevia, Upper Holloway Sept17 Arnatt, John st, 
Co.TmaN, ALFRED, Leubescagh, Wetaate ay Moss & Ta’ 
Gevnsen, Epwarp, —r Far i 4 . Puy At py 
XowPer, Bensamix Harris, Upper Clapton Oc . : 
Dawsoy, — seve, Gloucester pl, Portman sq Sept 14 Leighton & Savory, Clement's 
inn, Stran ‘ 
Dawsox, Sonat, estes Heath, a Sept 12 Hockin & Co, Manchester 
Day, Watters, Wallington, Sept Milne, 
DE ag ae on aed Rosert Par.ip, Thomas st, thwark Sept 24 Hollams & Co, 
in n - os 
Booms, Rev Eowarp Srevene, —. nate Os 19 a —{ | + eee st 
Dwakps, Ricaarp Jonny, Stoke Ne o rthur, ss 
Farmer, ~~ pore Eton rd, Haverstock Hill Sept 14 Leighton & Savory, Clement's inn, 
stran : 
Fow er, Ocravra Lovursa, Corsham, Wilts Oct7 Keary & Co, Chippenham, Wilts 
Grecory, WiLL1AM VILLENRuve, Chelsea Oct3 Hanbury & Co, New Broad st 
Grey, ANN, outh, Northumberland Sept 1 Smith, South Shields 
Ha.irax, Grorce, Thorne, Yorks, Farm Labourer Sept 2i Kesteven, Sheffield 
Hat, Tuomas Lerrueap, Ga Sept 24 Swinburne, ead 
Hastam, Mary, Aston Fields, Stoke Prior, Worcester Oct 15 Boswell, Bromsgrove , 
Howe tt, saat, Maida Vale mans, Paddington Sept 15 Valpy & Co, Lincoln’s 
inn fie 
Hupsoy, Wru.1Am, Forest Hill Sept 29 Poole & Robinson, Union ct, Old Broad st 
Jenner, Louis Leopotp CHARLES ALBERT, Bloomsbury sq Sept 10 Adams & Adams, 
a, Sept 15 Bratton, H. 
EILEY, ELEN, Hove, Sussex n, Hove : 
Kirt, Sopara Exizanets, New Ferry, Chester Sept1 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 
Lams, Cuar.es James, Chorlton cum Hardy, Tames Sept 21 Broadsmith & Stead, 


Manchester 7 
Oct 


Coxwell & 





ange JAMES, . LB. : 

AWsON, ALFRED Sitva, Upper ‘ n 

Lewis, James W1L.14M, Bray, Berks Sept13 Horne & Lincoln’s inn fields 

——-- Joun Hart, Dartington, Devon, Land Agent Sept 23 Edmonds & 
‘Totnes 

Maywarp, Henry, Plymouth, Saddler ~~ 30 Adams & Croft Plymouth 

Mogorg, Juxra, Bolton st, Piccadilly Sept12 Paice & Cross, Clement's inn : 

Muserave, WILLIAM Gapper, Taunton, Withy Merchant Sept 17 Brown, Bridgwater 

Nuwyey, Groner, Burford, Oxford, Plumber Sept10 Brown, Burford, Oxon 

Peaxce, Jus, Abbotts Ann, ee Sea 29 Smith & Son, Andover 

Pearson, JAMES BrentNAa.t, Friar Gate, ty Aug 3l Whiston & Son, 

Puitrort, James, Northfleet, Kent Sept8 Home brs 

Piatt, Georce Francis, Gordon st, Gordon sq, 8 

Gordon 


va 
pov, Butzanery Aux, Nether Sal, a Ang 38 Francis & Son, Stow on the Wold 
SHULTZE, Cari, Minci ams 5 

Scorr, CLEMENT \Wranaae, Woburn sq, Author Sept ‘20 & Co, West st, Finsbury 
circus 

Scorr, Rosert Turwsutt, Bishopsgate st Within, Ship Broker Sept 23 Radford & 
Frankiand. In 

Suaw, Hannan, Derby Sept 10 J & F E Burton, Castle Donington, or Derby 

ag ane Se Thames > r* Maddox st 

Surra, Isape.va Saran, Anerley Sept ves, Ani F A ee 

Sreep, Haxniert, Catrington, Nottingnaam Sept 12 Dowson & Wright, Pa 

Sroiix. Ernest Cuagces Henry, Euston rd, Courier Sept 10 owaiead & Co, Walbrook 

Ta.zot, Harriett, Heaton Chapel, Lancs Sept9 Sale & Co, Manshester 

Tay.or, Heyry, Portsea, Hants, Boot Factor 7 20 ag 

Warp, Fsancis, Hinckley, Leicester Nov21 J & 8 Harris, L 

Warp, Mary Hinckley, Lei Nov21 J & 8 Harris, Leicester 

Wurtwortn, Epuunp i 2 J&E 


MA P t ti Wells & Sons, South eq, Gray's ina 
Witscs, Jour Rovnn, Newport sete araall, Backs, Bovwer Sept 8 Hives, Verulam bidgs, 
Gray’s . 


& Co, New Broad st 
Son, 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tursvay, Aug. 9. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Arritny, Abert Disraesi, Old Hill, Rowley Regis Staffs, 
Grocer Aug 19 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton st, 


Baker, Josern Kexnipcr, Lee, Kent Aug 18 at 1130 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Brookes, Waiter, Manchester, Restaurant [Proprietor 
Aug 17 at 2.30 Rec, Byrom «t, Manchester 

Brovcaton, Freperick, Sheffield, Pork Butcher Aug 17 
at 1130 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Brows, AnTHoxy, Harrogate, Builders’ Contractor Aug 
Yor 

Buokiey, Epwarp Arsen. Manchester, Linoleum Mer- 

ot Aug i7at 3 Off Res, Byrom st, Manchester 

Burcu, Artur, sen, Chiddingfold, oom Farm Bailiff 
Aug 17 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Cuaavux, Erxest, Woolston. Sout pton, Butcher Aug 17 
at3 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, South- 


ampton 
Cuampertaix, Watter Asranam, Finedon, Northampton, 
t Manufacturer Augi7at 113) Off Rec, Bridge 
st, Northampton 
Cuitps, Tuomas, Cardiff, Marine Store Dealer Aug 19 at 
117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Ciemests, Atrrep Grorce. Gt Yarmouth, Bootmaker 
Aug 20at1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Cooke, Vernon Russet pe LAnpne, Undercliffe, Bradford, 
Medical Practitioner Aug 17 at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel 
st, Bradford 
Coomer, Tuomas, Crewe, Farmer Aug 18 at 11.30 Royal 
‘otel, Crewe 


Crace, Percy Hanrorp, Ireland, Fish Merchant Aug 19 
atl Bankruptcy b'dgs, Carey st 
Desmonp, J L, Sheffield, Plumber Augi7at12 Off Ree, 


ree In, Sheffield 

Firtcaer, Geravp, Birmingham, Baker Aug 18 at 11 174 
Corp :ration st, Birmingham 

Fursivat, Witu1aAm Henry, Wolverhampton, Builder 
Aug 18 at 11.30 Off Ree, Wolverhampton 

Green, Witt1am, Dudley, Worcester, Tai!or July 19 at 11 
Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dadley 

Greexwoop, Samvet Joux, Wolverhampton, Baker Aug 
18at11 Off Rec. Wolverhampton 

Hayman, Wittiam Henry, Chepstow, Mon, Saddler Aug 
17 at 11.80 Off Rec. Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Moa 

Hi, Percy. Sheffield, Tailor Aug 17 at 11 Off Rec, Fig- 

In, Sheffield 

Jounson, Natuaniet Lurugr, Twyford, Hants, Builder 
—~ at 4.30 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High 
st, Southampton 

Kenvey, Terri, and Jounxn Henenr Riesy. Liverpool, 
Oil Refiners Aug ii at 12 Uff Ree, 35, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 

Leow arps, Jony, Tarporley, Wheelwright Aug 18 at 12 

otel, Crewe 

Lixaker, Heyay Grorce, North Audley st, Estate Agent 
Aug 22at 12 Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st 

Livixcstox, Atrraxp, Scarborough. Market Gardener Aug 
17 at 1130 74, Newborough. Scarborough 

Lonspae, WiturAm Hewry, Redcar, Yorks, Fruit Salesman 
Aug 19 at 1230 Off Rec, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Lucky, Avery Duncan, Clifton, Bristol, Baker Aug 17 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Lustzep, Hesry Lewis Wauircomee, Alresford, Hants, 
Cycle nt ~_ 17 at 3.45 Off Rec, Midland Bank 
chmbrs. High st, Southampton 

Mareian, Wixiram Artave, Olton, Warwick, Commercial 
ae Aug 17 atil 174, Corporation st, Birming- 

am 

Moore, Jou Witi1am, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Aug 

_ 17 #t 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree ln. Sheffield 

Nicuo.sox, Epwa®p, Staines, Civil Engineer Aug 17 at 
11.30 24. Railway app, London Bri 

NicuTincate, Avvert, Northfleet, Kent, Colourman Aug 
22 at 11.30 115, High st, Rochester 

Rance, Percy Nicnonas. Stockton on Tees, Painter Aug 
17at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Rawiines, Wittiam Harry, Enwarp ALBERT BAW ises, 
and Atrreep Pearce Raw.ixas, Sheffield, Painters 
Augi17at1 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Bevecey, Wituiam, Leeds, Grocer Aug 17 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row. Leeds ‘ 

Roperick, Eowarp, Liansamlet, Glam, Tin Plate Roller- 
= Aug 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, 
wansea 


Scawerrzer, Hyman, Sheffield, Tailor Augi17 at 1.30 Off 
‘ on Eee, Sues ihe 
ELUY, James, Leeds, Grocer Aug 17 at1l Off Rec, 2 
s Park row, —~ - sit : 
muita, Timoray, Coleford, Glos, Grocer Aug 17 at 11 Off 
Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon eae 
SouTawoop, WILLIAM Taomas, Atley Hill, South Cowton, 
bn i eg Aug 22 at 11.15 Court house, 
Sournworrs, Jos, Mawdesley, nr Ormskirk, 
Grocer Aug 18at 3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Toor, ALEXANDER Frepeaick, Gresham st, Licensed 
Victualler Aug 18at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Watkes, Isaac, Leeds, Grocer Aug 17 at 12 Off Rec, 22, 
w Pans row, I ie 
ALL, Wiiiiam, Horfield, Bristol Aug 17 at 11.45 Off 
wets 2; Baldwin st, Beinto 6 
INHALL, James. Stamford, Lincs, Tobacconist Aug 17 
w, a | aoe Come, Peterborough roc 
oop, Grevase, Screveton, Notts, innk Aug 17 at 12 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham — 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Aynes, Eaxest Atnerr, Reading, Stati i y 
yg 4 aug . ing, Stationer Reading Pet 
Benes, ous, Kam worth, Builder Warwick Pet July 23 | 


Bittox, Wit1AM, Goole, Yorks, G . | 
Pet Aug 4 if ye eneral Dealer wy 


Lancs, 








19 = 12.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, | 





Bower, Joun Wiiu1am, Warrington, Butcher Warriogton 
Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 5 , 
Baookrs, ALTER, Manchester, Restaurant Proprietor 
Manchester Pet July15 Ord Aug 4 

Brows, Antoony. Harrogate, Builder’s Contractor York 
Pet Aug5 Ord Augd 

Buckuey, Epwarp AtLrrep, Manchester, Linoleum Mer- 
chant Manchester Pet July12 Ord Aug 6 

Bury. Ricnarp, Burnley, Engineer Burnley Pet Aug 5 
Ord Aug 5 

CounseL, Cuaries, Moston, Manchester, Warehouseman 
Manchester Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 

Curtis, Water Georce, Branksome, Dorset, Greengrocer 
Poole Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 

Epsn, Joun Taomas. West Hartlepool, Draper Sunderland 
PetAug5 Ord Augi : 

Etuatrst, Puttrr, Conisborough, Yorks, Saddler Sheflicld 
Pet Aug5 Ord Augi : 

Farse, Sauvet ALLEN, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke Ship- 
wright Pembroke Dock Pet Aug6 Ord Augé 

Goppen, Witi1am, and Joun Davies, Maesteg, Glam, 
Hotise Furnishers Cardiff Pet July11 Ord Aug3 


Greexwoop, Samvet Jous, Wolverhampton, Biker 
Wolverhampton Pet Aug3 Ord Ang 4 
Gutuck, Harry, Burton on Trent, Blacksmith Burton on | 


Trent Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 : 

Hewett, Ricuarp, 31, Essex st, Strand, Solicitor High 
Court Pet June8 Ord Aug5 

Jouyson, NaTHANieL Lutser, Twyford, Hants, Builder 
Winchester Pet Aug 5 Ord Augi 

Jones, Evizzer, Nunhead, Builder High Court Pet June 
15 Ord Aug 5 

Keere, Joun, Charing Cross rd High Court Pet May 25 
Ord Aug 3 

Lee, James, Brighton, Master Mariner Brighton Pet 
Jaly5 Ord Aug5 

Lewis, Samcec Dewar, Manchester, Stock Broker Man- 
chester Pet July19 Ord Aug 4 

Liyaker, Hesry Georce, North Audley st, Estate Agent 
High Court Pet June7 Ord Aug 5 

LonspALe, Witi1AM Henry, Redcar, Yorks, Fruit Sales- 
man Midilesbrough Pet Aug 4 

Lovey, CHarves Percivar, Lei-ester, Architect’s Assist- 
ant Leicester Pet Aug 4 Ord Aug 4 

Lustep, Heyrgy Lewis Wuartcomse, Alresford, Hants, 
Cycle Agent Winachester Pet Aug5 Ord Augid 

Macautay, Caanies, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer 
Shefficld Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 

NIGHTINGALE, ALBERT, Northfleet, Kent, Oilman Rochester 
Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 

Powis, Agtuur REGINALD, Cardiff, Engineer Card'ff Pet 
Aug3 Ord Aug3 


Revetey, Witiiam, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Aug 4 
Ord Aug 4 

Rowett, Sam, Burwell, Cambs, Farmer Cambridge Pet 
Aug4 Ord Aug 4 


SaLtmarsu, Eowarp, Chelmsford, Builder Chelmsford 
Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 5 

Sewanp, Abert, Woolwich, Farrier 
3 Ord Aug3 

Suanp, Witt1am Georce, North Shields, Painter Newcastle 

¢ onTgne Pet Aug3 Ord Aug4 

4SouTHwukTH. Joun, Mawdesley, nr Ormskirk, Grocer 

’ Bolton Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 

Sparnam, Henry, West Dulwich, Butcher High Court 
Pet July 12 Ord Aug 4 

Wacker, Isaac, Leeds, Grocer Pet Aug 4 Ord 
Aug 4 

was. Witsax, Horfield, Bristol Bristol Pet Aug5 Ord 
Aug 

Warsox, Rozert, Kirton, Lincs, Farmer Boston Pet 
July 16 Ord Augi 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 

Sray.ey, Tuomas, Wednesfield rd, Willenhall, Staffs. Beer- 
house Keeper Wolverhampton Ajud March 28, 1893 
Annul Aug 4, 1904 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 

Siarrer, Joseru, 3, Western rd, Brixton High Court Rec 
Ord Nov 10, 1898 Ajud Nov 16,1898 Resc and Annul 
Aug 4, 1904 

Veitcu, Atrrep, 9, Sunnybank, South Norwood, Surrey 
High Court Rec Ord May 19, 1904 Adjud June 23, 
1904 Resc and Annul Aug 4, 1904 

London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 

Barxert, D, Ryder’s ter, Marylebone mews, St Jobn’s 

yay Cab Proprietor High Court Pet July11 Ord 
8 


Greenwich Vet Aug 


Leeds 


u 

Saceain, Wacrer Atrrep, Sunderland, Jéweller Sun- 
derland Pet July 21 Ord Aug 8 

Bentore. Josera Reuinacp, Acton, Patentee High Court 
Pet June8 Ord Aug 8 

Brows, Wit.ire Porter, Cheetham, Manchester, Butcher 
Manchester Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Bruce, Eeanest Avcustvus, Bethune rd, Stoke Newington 


High Court Pet July 21 Ord Aug8 

Caves, Anraur, Shirebrook. Derby, Grocer Nottingham 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Curckiey, Jonas, Walsall, Baker Walsall Pet Aug5 
Ord Aug 5 


Cuarke, Atreep Butter, Nottingham, Builder 
ham Pet July 25 Ord Aug8 

Coxray, Ropert ALexanpver, Ha:kwood, Basing, Hants, 
Architect Winchester Pet Augi0 Ord Aug 10 

CorrereLL, Bererna Mary, Gillingion Village, Middlesex 
Windsor Pet July11 Ord Aug 6 

Cortrrett, Louis Henry, Bishopston, Butcher Bristol 
Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Covrtxey, Jacos Hixxmay, Warblington, Hants, Farmer 
Portsmouth Pet Aug9 Ord Aug9 : 

Covatyey, Witi1am, Warbliogton, Hants, Farmer Ports- 
mouta Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Cousis, ALEXANDRE CuAr_es, and Rovert Fraser Hares, 
py we st, Oil Merchants High Court Pet Aug9 


0; 9 
CunweEn, ll and Gsorce Curwen, Preston, Timber 
Merchants Preston Pet Augs Ord Aug 8 


Pet Aug9 Ord Aug em ; 

pE Hora, H. Gt Ormond st, Mining Engineer High 
Court Pet Julyzl Ord Augs 

Ecrorp, Freperick, Pentre, Glam, Boot Dealer Ponty. 
pridd Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Fretcugr, WittiAM Henny, Kingston upon Hull, Haig. 
dresser Kingston upon Hull Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 9 

Gisson, Wittiam Hewsry, Stirchley, Worcester Birminghag 
Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 


Dawson, Joun, Brearey, eecreee Yorks, Farmer Leeds 


Git, Tom Gaaets, Holmfield, Halifax, Accountant 
Halifax Pet Aug S Ord Augs8 _ 
Gopparp, Mary Jane, Pewsey, Wilts, Cycle Agent 


Swindon Pes Aug8 Ord Augs 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
\ 


Gurcsoy, Rosert, Soathport, Cabinet Maker Liverpoo} 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Gaicc, Josern, Watermiilock, Cumberland, Farmer (gy. 
lisle Pet July 27 Ord Aug 10 

Haicu, Cuarugs, Conisb»rough, Yorks, Carter Sheffield 
Pet Aug10 Ori Aug 10 

Harmer, Samvew, Brentwood 
1902 Ord April 27 

Haerer, Ricuanrp, Stirchley, Salop, Colliery I roprietur 
Madeley Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Haruts, Louris, Plymouth, Butcher Plymouth 
Ord Aug 9 


Chelmsford. Pet Dee 22 


Pet Aug 9 


Hosktne, WituiamM Henuy, Penzance, Bootmaker Truro 
Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Hucurs, Gzorcs, and WittiaAm Hucies, Neyland, Pem.- 
broke, House Decorators Pembroke Dock Tet Augs 


Ord Aug 8 
Huvianp, James. Framlingham, Suffolk, Caemist Ipswich 


Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
James, Frances, St Leonard’s on Sea, Lodging house 
Keeper Hastings Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
Macrnersos, AvEXANDER, SBargoed, Glam, Draper 


Merchyr ‘fydtil Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5d 

Mawsinc. Ann, Norwich, Stationer Norwich 
Ord Aug 3 

Marniort, Caarvss, Sparkhill, Worcester, Japanner Bir- 
mingham Pet Aug9 Ord Aug9 

Mitcue.y, Tuomas S10Nenewer, Upton, nr Macclestield, 
Chester, Farmer Macclesfield Pet Aug5 Ord Augd 

Morratr, Rosert, Liverpool, Merchant Liverpool Pe 
July 20 Ord Aug8 

NewaaM, Artior Josera, Nottingham, Grocer Notting. 
ham Pet Augs Ord Aug8 

Newman, Joun A J, Evelina rd, Nanhead High Court 
Pet July 18 Ord Aug 10 


Pet July 2 


NognasE.t, Jouy, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Butcher Bradford 
Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Oxtver. Danret, Astley, Lancs, Farmer Bolton Tet Aug 
9 Ord Aug 9 

Raissow, Caarces Henry, Rugby, Warwick, Builder 
Coventry Pet July 21 Ord Aug 9 

Reppay, J H, Gt Guildford st High Court Pet July 2 


Ord Aug 10 
Ritey, Cogxgiivs Cuaries, Yardley, Worcester, Coach 
Builder Birmingham Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 
Ronarts, Katuering, York st. Portman sj, Boarding 
house Keeper High Court Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
Towns.ity, Mary Jane, North Daffield, Yorks, Farmer 
Kingston upon Huil Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
Turner, Amos, Thornaby on Tees, Butcher Stockton on 
Tees Pet Aug6 Ord Augé 
Wearpex, Tuomas Taxartivus, Shipley, Yorks, Plumber 
Bradford Pet Aug9 Ord Aug9 
Wuiraker, Jouy Dysos, jun. Scarb rouga, Waiter Sear- 
borough Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
Wicuams, Bessamix, Rhyl, Fliat, Grocer's 
Bangor Pet Aug9 Ord Aug9 : 
Wiuiams, Witt14m, Bridgend, , Agent Carliff 
Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
Woovatt, Artuur, Crumpsall, Manchester, Tailor Man- 
chester Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of August 2: 
Greaves, WatLace McGurrix, South sq, Gray’s inn High 
Court Pet June3 Ord July 1 
Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of August 5: 
Coates, W1Lu1AM Joun, Eccles, nr Manchester, Accountant 
Manchester Pet July 19 Ord Aug3 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Barxerr, D, Marylebone mews, St John’s Wood, Cab 
Proprietor Aug 24 at1l Bankruptcy b!dgs, Carey st 
Beavis, Freperick, Sonning Common, Oxford, Builder 
Aug 24 at3 14, Bedford row 


Manager 


Bennett, Nicnouas James, Plymouth, Florist Aug 25a 
11 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 
Benrore, Josep Reatnautp, Acton, Patentee Aug at 


12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Bittox, Wituiam, Goole, Yorks, General Dealer 
at11_ Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 


Aug 2 





Notting- | 


Bower, Joux Wi..iam, Warrington, Butcher Aug 22 at3 
Off Rec, Byrom s:, Manchester 
Bruce, Ervest Avavsrus, 8t John’s Aug 26at12 Bank- 
| ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
| Buirz, Henry Farperick, Paignton, Devon, Photographer 
Aug 23at11 6, Athenseum ter, Plymouth : 
CapwaLcaper, Abert Wiiiovcuny, Cardiff, Builder 
Aug 23 at 11 .117. 8t Mary st, Carduff 
Cannon, Cuarvxs, Hitchin, Batcher Aug 22 at 12.30 Of 
| Rec, Bridge st, Northamgton 
Coares, WititaMm Joan, Eccles, nr Manchester, Accountast 
| Aug 22at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
CounseL, CHaries, Moston, nchester, Warelousemaa 
| Aug 22 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st. Manchester 
! Courtney, Jacos Hivxmay, South Leigh Farm, Warblitg- 
ton, Hants, Farmer Aug 22 at4 Off Rec, Cambridge 
junc, High st, Portsmouth . 
Courtyey, Wittiam, South Leigh Farm, Warblingtod, 
Hants, Farmer Aug 22 at 430 Off Rec, Cam 
junc, High st, Portsmouth 
Cousin, ALEXANDRE CuAg.es, and Ropert Fraser Hannes, 


Coase st, bn Merchants Aug 25 at 11 J 

r jarey st - 

Cox, Guages Wiis, Cardiff, Bootmaker Aug 20atll 
117, St Mary st, Carditt 


Aug. 26, 1904, r 
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| Aug. 20, 1904. 


Joux Atrrep, Manchester, Fruit Salesman Aug 
pk 3.15 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Corts, WALTER Georcr, Brankstone, Dorset, Green- 

er Aug 23at12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless 

st, Salisbury - 

Davies, Bexsasix Bateman, Maesteg, Tailor Aug 23 at 
12 117, st Mary st, Cardiff 

Dawsos, Jonn, Brearey Bramhope, Yorks, Farmer Aug 
g2at3 Off Rec, 22, Parkrow, Leeds 

pe Hora, M H, Gt Ormond st, Mining Engineer Aug 23 
at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Dorraix, WALTER Epwonp, Fulnam, Actor Aug 22 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st tat: 

Dowsixc, Hexry Francis, Haward rd, Chiswick, and 
Fenchurch st Aug 23 at 11 bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

Feiwow “4 Davin, Bradley, Sedgley, Staffs, Mechanical 
Engineer Aug 22at11 Off Kec, 199, Wolverhampton 
st, Dudle 

Fuazer, ll Uxbridge, Draper Aug 22 at3 14, Bed- 
ford row 

GuizTr, Witt1AM, Blackburn, Property Repairer Aug 22 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Harwoop, Tomas, Rishton, Lancs, Butcher Aug 22 at 
10.45 Off R-c, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Kerstey, Tom, Reading, Fishmonger Aug 22 at 12 14, 
Bedford row 

Ksucxey, Caartes Henry, Dartmouth, Saddler Aug 24 
at 11 6, Athenseum ter, Plymouth 

LANcasTEeR, CHARLES, jun, Hanley. Carter Aug 23 at 11.30 
Off Ree, King st, Newcastle, Stafford 

Lovett, CHarLes Perctvat, Leicester, Architect’s Agsist- 
ant Aug22at12 Off Rec,1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Maywina, Ayn, Norwich, Stationer Aug 20 at 12.30 Off 
Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Moss, Ratpu, Blackpool, Glass Dealer Aug 22at11 Off 
Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Morr, Mary, Maidenhead Aug 23 at 12 14, Bedford 
row 

Newsery, THomas, Blaenavon, Mon, [ronmonger Aug 22 
at3 185, High st, Merthyr Tydtil 

Nicnotson, Taomas Henry, Portsea, Hants, Printer and 
Stationer Aug 22 at 3 Off Kec, Cambridge juice, 
High st, Portsmouth 

Nornaneci, Joan, Cleckheaton, Yorks. Butcher Aug 24 at 
8 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Ouver, Daytet, Astley, Lancs, Farmer Aug 22 at 8 Off 
Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Perrs, WiLLAm, Liscard. Chester, Coal Merchant Aug 23 
atl2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Puitiirs, Frepexick, Narbeth, Pembroke, Grocer Aug 20 
atl2 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Powis, AnrHUR Reainavp, Cardiff, Engineer Aug 22 at 11 
117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Ratasone, Georce. and Sampson Ratusonr, Tunstall 
Aug 23 at 11 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Stafford 

Reap, Epwarp, Ramsgate,Grocer Aug 22at12.30 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st A 

Reppax, J H, Ge Guildford st, Traveller Aug 24 at 11 
tankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Ronarts, Karnarine, York st, Portman sq, Boarding 
house Keeper Aug 21 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

Rosexserc, Henry, and Soromon Rosexsera, Abertillery, 
Mon, Watchmakers Aug 23 at 12 135, High st, 
Merthyr Tydfil 

Sarwox, Heyry Epwiy, Ilford, Baker Aug 24 at 12 14, 
Bedford row 

Tvouy, James, Liverpool, Clothier Aug 25 at 10.3) Off 
Ree, 35 Victoria st, Liverpool 

Wakenam, Geurce Samvugr, Goodrington, Paignton, Devon, 
Hind Aug 24¢at11 6, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 

Warp, Capmany, ey Builder Aug 20 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 8, Alb-rt rd, Middlesbrongh 

Wearvex, Tuomas Icnativs, Shipley, Yorks, Plumber 
Aug 23 at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Wesaax, Georce ARNoip, and ALrrep CaarLes Hytayp, 
Kast Ham, Haberdashers Aug 22 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Amended notices substituted for those published in the 
Loadon Gazette of Aug 2: 

Hickuy, Harry, Bromley, Motor Dealer Aug 11 at 1139 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Davies, Caroting, and Jonn James Youn, Broseley, 
Salup, Drapers Aug 23 at 2 Off Rec, 42, St John’s 
hill, Shrewsbury 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Baooxrayks, Josrpa, North Shields, Cartman 
on Tyne Pet July 25 Ord Aug 6 

Brows, Witte Portes, Cheetham, Manchester, Butcher 

chester Pet Aug10 Ord Aug lv 

CapwaLtapsr, ALBERT Witiovensy, Cardiff, Builder 
Cardiff Pet July is Ord Aug» 

Cayxos, Crakurs, Hitchin, Herts, Butcher Luton Pet 
July 28 Ord Aug 10 

Carrs, Artur, Shirebrook, Derby, Grocer Nottingham 
Pet Aug10 Ord aug 10 

CuaLx, Eaxzst, Woolston, Southampton, Butcher Soutk- 
ampton Pet aug3 Ord Aug 10 

Curckuey, Jonas, Walsall, Baker Wallsall Pet Aug 5 

_ Ord Aug 5 

Coxkay, Rupert ALEXANDER, Hackwood, Hants, Architect 
Winchester Pet Augi10 Ord Aug 10 

Cousiy, Atexanpae CHARLas, and Ronert Fraser 
Harris, Camomile st, Oil Merchants High Court 

_ Petaug9 Ord Aug 9 

CorTreLL, Louis Henry, Bishopston, Bristol, Butcher 
Bristol Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

vRWeN, Henry, and Groxce Cuswen, Preston, Timber 
Merchants Preston Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 8 

Dawsox, Jonas Brearey, Beamhope, Farmer Leeds Pet 
Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Dioksux, Ronert, Liverpool, Pawnbroker Liverpool Pet 
July 20 Ord Aug 8 

Dovaeox, Wi11am Henry, Fenchurch st, Tailor High 

E Court Pet Juiy 1 Ord Aug 9 

“LPORD, Faepextck, Pentre, Glam, Boot Dealer Ponty- 

By Pridd Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
48, Toomas, Brynmawr, Brecon, Draper Tredegar 
Pet Jane? Ord Aug 10 


Newcastle 





Fietcner, Wiu11am Heyry, ay upon Hull, Hair- 
dresser Kingston u Hull et Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Fyier, Joux Artaue, Windlesham, Surrey High Court 
Pet April16 Ord Aug 6 

Gru, Tom Garta, Holmfield, Halifax, Yorks, Accountant 
Halifax Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 : 

Gopparp, Mary Jang, Pewsey, Wilts, Cycle Agent Swindon 
Pet Aug8 Ord Aug8 i 

Greason, Kosert, Southport, Cabinet Maker Liverpool 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Haiau, Cuarves, Conisborough, Yorks, Carter Sheffield 
Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Harrer, Ricwagp, stirchley. 
Madeley Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

o—- reer Plymouth, Butcher Plymouth Pet Aug 9 

Aug 

Haraison, James, Twickenham, Ironmonger Brentford 
Pet June24 Ord Aug6é 

Hosxry, Wititiam Hewry, Penzance, Boot Maker Truro 
Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Hucues, Eowarp Josern, Leeds, Licensed Victualler 
Leeds Pet July 12 Ord Aug 6 

Hvases, Grores, and Wiit1am Hucues, Neyland, Pem- 
broke, House Decorators Pembroke Duck Pet Aug 8 
Ord Aug 8 

Hutvanp, James, Framlinghom,, Suffolk, Chemist Ips- 
wich Pet Aug9 Ou:d a 

James, Frances, St Leonard’s on Sea, Lodging house 
Keeper Hastings Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Keene, Henry Lancetor Appison Perry, furnham Green 
Statien, Motor Car Manufacturer Breatford Pet July 
16 Ord July 6 

Macrsguson, ALEXANDER, Bargoed,Glam, Draper Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug5 

MircHett, Tuomas Stonenewer, Upton, nr Macclesfield, 
Farmer Macclesfield Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 

Morr, Mary, Maidenhead Windsor Pet June 25 Ord 

9 


Aug 
Newuam, Artaur Joseru, Nottingham, Grocer Notting- 
han Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 
NoORNABELL, Joun, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Butcher Brad ford 
Pet Ang 10 Ord Aug 10 
Ouiver, Dastet, Astley, Lancs, Farmer Bolton Pet Aug9 
rd Aug 9 


. Salop, Colliery Proprietor 


ug 

Raispow, CuHartes Hesry, Rugby, Warwick, Builder 
Coventry PetJuly21 Ord Aug 9 

Reape, Guy Grercory Harper, 8t James’ st High Court 
Pet May 21 Ord Aug 6 

Roparts, Katuarixe, York st, Portman sq, Boardiog house 
Keeper High Court Pet Aug9 Ord Aug9 

Townstey, Mary Jane, Menthorpe, Farmer 
upon Hull Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Torver, Amos, Thornaby on Tees, Yorks, Butcher Stock- 
tonon Tees Pet Aug6 Ord Aug6é 

Wearpex, Taomas Ienativus, Shipley, Yorks, Plumber 
Bradford Pet Aug9 Ord Aug9 

Wewman, Georce ARgnotp, and ALrrep Cuartes Hyta np. 
= Pro y Haberda:hers High Court Pet July 19 

Wairaker, Joun Dyson, jun, Scarborough, Waiter Scar- 
borough Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 9 

Wave, Freperick Jay, Chalkwell Park, Westcliffe on Sea, 
Builder Chelmsford Pet July5 Ord Aug 8 

Wituams, Beysamtx, Rhyl, Flint, Grocer’s Manager 
Bangor Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Wituiams, Wixiram, Bridgend, Insurance Agent Carditf 
Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Woopa.t, Arruvur, Crumpsall, Manchester, Tailor Man- 
chester Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Aug 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Beck, Jouy, Cornelia st, Barnsbury, Engineer High Court 
Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 

Brest, Samuen James, Piymouth, Commission Traveller 
Plymouth Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Bone, Juan James, Plymouth, Builder's Agent Plymouth 
Pet Augili Ord Aug 11 

Boreix, W E, Penge Croydon Pet July19 Ord Aug9 

Crowrner, Avrrep, South Shore, Bilackpooi, Jomer 
Preston Pet Augl2 Ord Aug 12 

Cory. Amur, and Henry Pirr Best, Bartholomew close 
High Court Pet Augli Ord Aug 11 

Dopsux. Epwarp. Sheffield, Hay Daler Sheffield Pet 
Augl3 Ord Aug 13 

Epwarpbs, Epwarp, Leytonstone, Essex High Court Pet 
July 22 Ord Aug 12 

Ec.tiott, Jonnx, Haslemere, Surrey, Carman Guildford 
Pet Augill Ord Aug 11 

Gravt, Apsanam, Gt Grimeby, Watchmaker Gt Grimsby 
Pet July 830 Ord Aug 10 7 

Hanpsiry, Fraxcis, Irby, Liacs, Farmer Boston Pet 
Augll Ord aug ll 

Harais, Coryerivs, ‘'radley Heath, Staffs. Chain Manufac- 
turer Dudey Pet Julyll Ord Aug li 

Harais, Jonyv Tuomas, Liphook, Hants, Motor Agent 
Portsmouth Pet Augll Ord Aug iL 

Horsratt, Joun Warrecey, Halifax, Ulerk Halifax Pet 
Aug 10 Od Aug 10 

Hor on, Cnastes, Luton, Straw Hat Manufacturer Luton 
Pet Aug1l Ord Aug 11 

Huenes-E.iis, Joux, Tnundersley, Essex, Estate Agent 
Chelmstord Pet augl2 Ord Aug 12 

Jevons, Epwarp Ressev., Birkeanead, Cheshire, Builder 
Birkennead vet Aug9 Ord aug lL 

Loxecnortom, Abeer Kirk, Terrington Saint John, Nor- 
folk, Baker King’sLynn Pet Augll Ord Aug ll 

Mittar, Axpeew, Moss Sde, nr Manchester, General 
Wood Worker Maachester Pet July 29 Ord Aug 11 

Mimuevx. Epovarp, Denmark hill High Court Pet Aug 
lt Ord Aug il 

Moorr, Haroip Wittram, Garforth, Yorks, Cycle Dealer 
Wakefield Pet July 25 Ord aug 11 

Morxt-, Josrru, Shineton, nr Cressage, Salop, Hay Dealer 
Shrewsbury Prt Auglt Ord Augil 

Moruis, Saucer, and Apranam Mores, Leeds, Clothing 

ufaciurers Leeds Pet Aug i2 Ord Aug 1% 

Mower, WiiitAm Caaries, Norwich, Electrical Agent 

Norwich Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 


Kingston 





P. Frampton on Severn, Glos, 
a Pet aug 18_Ord Aug 13 
Scort, pean Sas Boot Factor Nor- 


wich Pet Aug 12 Ord. ine 13 
as Gaon, Browdstone, Boret, Tile Maker Poole 
ALTER, wills Staffs, Baker Wolver- 


Tuevrr, 
ham: Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 

Tittotsox, Witi1aM, Colne, Farmer Burnley Pet 
2 Pork Butcher 


ugii Ord Aug 11 
Wa, Se Saree Sn, _ 
verhampton ug Aug 
Wituams, Davin Jonn, Dowlais, Glam, Ironmonger 
Merthyr Tydml Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 12: 


Marriott, Curves, Sparkhill, Worcester, Japanner Bir- 
mingham Pet aug9 urd Aug9 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Anpersn, Grorae, Barrow ia Farness, Draper Aug 24 at 
11.30 Off Ree, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow m Faraess 
Brarr, Epwarp, - — Aug 26at12 24, 
ailway app, Lon e 

Brows, Witte Pusrer, Cheetham, Manchester, Butcher 
Aug 24at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Buck, Jon, Le Cae y - sham. , end Maker Aug 25 at 
1l_ 174, Corporation st, Birmin mn 

Buerox, Otivea Eowaap, Lower We Chelford, 
Chester, Minister Aug 25 ac 11.45 Off Rec, 23, King 
Edward st, Mace! : ( , 

Bury, Ricnarv, Burnley, Millwright Aug 26 at 11.30 
Court house, Burnley ae 

Caamper.ain, Josera Joan, B . Fruiterer Aug 26 at 
1230 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Cueckiey, Jonas, Wakuil, Baker Aug 3i at 12 Off Rec, 
Wolverham 


Wuusm Josy, 





Conray, Ropert ALEXANDER, Hackwood, Basing, Hants, 
Architect ae 3 Off Rec, Mi land Bank ‘chars, 
High st, Southampton ; 

Correr.t, Louis Hexry, Bishopston, Bristol, Butcher 
Aug 24 ac 11.45 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Cousins, Jonn ea en et <-> em Draper 
Aug 26 at3 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Qux. kame and Heyry a ig. Cs waned close 
Aug 2s atl Bankruptcy , Cavey 8 

Rowasen, ae ites. Le —y Bu Aug 29 at 12 
Bankruptcy y 

Etmuuirst, Puivir, Conisborough, Yorks, Saddler Aug 25 
atl2 Off R-e, Figtree ln, sheftield 3 

F.iercngr, WILLIAM MeNRy, Kingston upon Hull, Hair- 

: Aug v4at11 Off Rec, Trinity House la, Hull 

Fase, SAMUEL ALLEN, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Suip- 
wright Aug 26 at 2.30 Temperance Pembroke Dock 

Gayter, Joan, Morley, Yorks, Watchmaker Aug 24 at 10.30 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

Git, fom Garra, Hotmfield, Halifax, Accountant Aug 24 
at3 Off Rec, Town Hai! chmbrs, Halifax 

Grevitte & Wuuire, Haymarket, solicitors Aug 31 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st : 

Gu.ucx, Harry, Burton on Trent, Blacksmith Aug 24 
atl2 Of Ree, 47, Fall st, Derby 

Hack, Mary Jane, Coeltenham Aug %ats.156 County 
Court bidgs, Caeitenham 3 

Haus, rn Mince is _— Importers Aug 25 
at 2.30 Le gs Carey st 

Haten, Davin, ahd Enener Liviyastons Haica, Sheftield, 
Coal Merchants Aug 24 at 12 OUif Ree, Figtree in, 
Sheftield 

Haris, Junx Taomas, Liphook, Hants, Cycle Agent Aug 
29 at3 Off Rec, Camoridge junc, Higa st, Poct«mouth 

Haraisun, James, L ham, 4 wer Aug 25 av 12 
Otf Ree, 14, Bedford row ae ‘ 

Horwoop, a ee st, Pimlico Aug 30 at 11 
Bankru 8, Carey st 

HorsFatu, po A HIVELEY, Halifax, Clerk Aug 24 at 
34) Off nec Townhall chmbrs, ax 

Hoskine, WituraM Hesry, Penzance, Boot Maker Aug 
25at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 

Hvcuss, Grores, and Wit.taM Huaues, Neyland, Pem- 
broke, House Decurators Aug 26 at 3 Teniperance 
Haul, Pembroke Dock : 

Hvttayp, James, Framlingham, Suffolk, Chemist Sept 23 
at2 Off Rec, 36, rrinces st, Ipswich . 

Inaram, Avavstus, a, ee Dealer Aug 26 
atil_ Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey ‘ 

James, Frances, 8¢ Leoaards on Sea, Lodging house 
Keeper ang = at 11.90 County Court VUihces, 24, 
Camonidge 1 astings 

Krrye, Henay LaNce.or Apprsox Prrey, Turnham Green 
Station, Motor Car Manuta-turer Aug 2> at 3 Off 
Kee, 14, Bedford row ) 

Kinane, Farperick CLARENCE WritttamM, Horfield, Bristol, 
Corn Merchant Aug 24 at 11.30 26, BKaldwm st, 
Bristol 

incom, Some. Birmingham, Jeweller Aug 24 at 11 
174, Corporation st, Birmingbam 

Lewis, Samve. Dewar, Kusnolme, M.nchester, Stock 
Broker Aug 24 at 2.80 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester. 

Lovert, R J Arve, Cheyne row, Chelsea Aug 31 at ll 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Lrox, Sakunex Heyry Cievetanp, Stavordale 1d, 
Highoury ili Aug 29 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Secoumeet, ALEX nn oe Draper Aug 24 
ati2 135, Highst, Merthyr ‘ 

Mricaen, Trones Sronnugwer, Upton, ns Macclesdeld, 
Farmer ane a, 1045 Of 28, Kiog Edward 
st, Macclestie: : : 

Mower, Wituam Caaries, Norwich, Electrical Agent 
Aug 24 at3 Off Ree, 8, King at, Norwich 

OspaLprsvox, Frank, Chancery in, Solicitor Aug 25 at 1 
Bavkru bidas, Carey st ; 

Panseenene’ Eeeenaee Crartes, Woolwich, Umbrella 
Maker Aug 24 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London 





Bridge ; 
Pox, sir Peay Van Notrex, Moreton in Marsh, Glos, — 
Baronet Aug 24 at 3 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
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Quancer, Ricuarp Tuomas, ation, Leconnel Victualler 
Aug = “ey 12 County Court Offices, 24, Cambridge rd, 


Rowe.u a, Borwell, Cambridge, Farmer Aug 24 at 12 
Off Ree, 5, Petty Cury. Cambridge 
Senne ALBERT, Woolwich, Blacksmith Aug 24 at 12.30 
%, Railway app. London Bridge 
eniak, Cares, and Epmunp Simons, Caerphilly, i=. 
Grocers Aug 2at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
— Samvet Rozerr, Gt Coates, Lines, Station Master 
2Matil Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
7% Blackburn, Brass Finisher Aug 24 at 10.30 
, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Suman Cuaries Taomas Ctayrton, Southport, Hotel 
ager Aug 24at2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


Bvt 


poo 

Tuener, fame, Thornaby on Tees, Butcher Aug 24 at 3 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd. Middlesbror gh 

Warnwaicut, Taxon as, Wrexham, Denbigh, Baker Aug 
2% at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Watson, WALTER, Clavering, Essex, Miller Aug 24 at 11.30 
Off Rec. 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Woarraker, Joux Dyson, Seauhenrenh, Waiter 
at 1130 74, Newborough, Scarborough 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apruorp, Dupiey Ricuarp, ro] -~ Grosvenor sq High 
Pet June 28 Ord A’ 

Agnotp, Frepenick, Chiswick, Conpany Promoter Brent- 
ford Pet June 2i Ord Aug 10 

Beck, Jouy. pape Engineer High Court Pet Aug 11 
Ord Aug 11 

Best, Samuei James, Plymouth, rgponiom Traveller 
Plymouth Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

Braiz, Epwarp, Ascot, - tamed Kingston, Surrey 
Pet July8 Ord Aug 13 

Boner, Jouxn James, Plymouth, Builder's Agent Plymouth 
Pet A Are Ord Aug 11 

Burxix, W E, Penge Croydon Pet July19 Ord Aug 12 


CHAMBERLAIN, JosePH Jonny, , Fruiterer Croydon 
Pet July 30 Ord Aug 1 
Copiinc, Henry Tsomas, halla Boot Dealer Leeds 
Pet July 14 Ord July 28 
Corrgrett, BertHa Manion, Hillingdon Village, Middle- 
sex, Grocer Windsor Pet ——— 11 Ord Aug 11 
CrowTuEr, ALrrep, South Shore, a Undertoher 
n Pet Auj 12 Ord Aug 
Dopsonx, Epwarp, Sheffield, Hay- alle Sheffield Pet 
Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 
Geppes, Wituiam Epwix, Farringdon av, Horse Rug 
ufacturer High Court Pet April 13 Ord Aug rf 
Grssox, Witi1am Henry, Stirchley, Worcester Birmingham 
Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 12 
Grant, Asranam, Gt Grimsby, Watchmaker Gt Grimsby 
et July 30 Ord Aug 11 
Geeex, Witiiam Tomas, Highgate, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet June 20 Ord Aug 13 
Guxx, Hewry Samvuet, Dford, Manufacturing Furrier 
High Court Pet July 28 Ord Aug 13 
Hates, Davin, and Hersert Liviyastoye Haiaen, 
Sheffield, Coal Merchants sheffield Pet Aug & Ord 
Aug 13 
Hanpstey, Fraxcis, Irby, Boston Pet 
Aug ill Ord Aug li 
Hagzis, Jonx Tuomas, Liphook, Hants, 
Portsmouth Pet Augil Ord Au 
Horsrau,, Jonny Wuaitevey, Halifax, Clerk Halifax Pet 
Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 
Hoeues-Ex.is, Joux, Thundersley, Estate Agent 
Chelmsford Pet ‘Aug 12 Ord Aug 
Leoxarp, Samvet, Birmingham, Jeweller Birmingham 
Pet July 15 Ord Aug 12 
Lewis, Joux Taomas, Piymouth, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer Plymouth Pet July 20 Ord Aug 11 
lo, cg Beet Kirk, Terrington Saint John, Nor- 
folk, Baker King’s Lynn Pet Augli Ord Aug 11 
Same, iio Norwich, Stationer Norwich Pet July 22 


Sean, ~ ie Denmark hill High Court Pet Aug 
uu Ora Aug 11 

Moorz, Haroiry Wit.iam, Garforth, Yorks, Cycle Dealer 

Wakefield Pet July 23 Ord Aug 12 

Morais, Joseru, Shineton, nr Cressage, at Hay Dealer 
Shrewsbury Pet Augil Ord aug il 

Mokrgis, Saucer, and Anzanam Morais, Leeda, Clothing 

facturers Leeds Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 
Mowes, Wiis Cuar.es, Norwich, Electrical Agent 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Ang 12 

Pacz, Grorcz, Kettering, No pton, Boot Manufac- 
turer Northampton Pet July 22 Ord Aug 10 

Parker, Witiiam Jonx, Frampton on Severn, Glos, 
Machinist Gloucester Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 

Repway, Gaorcz + Putney Wandsworth Pet 
July 19 Ord Aug 

Biter, Corwe.ivs wna, Yardley, Sy eng Soa 

Pet = 10 Ord Av 

Rosornam, aowame aie Albemarle iceadilly | igh Court 
Pet Julyi Ord Aug 1 

Scott, Epwarp Gitritia», Norwich, Boot Factor Norwich 
Pet aug 12 Ord Aug 13 

a prea Dorset, Tile Maker Poole 


Pet Augiil Ord A 
= phe mt ord, Engineer Bradford Pet 
Aug 
‘Tuoroveoon, - fom , Criaytox, Southport, Hotel 
Liverpool Pet June 14 Ord Aug 11 
——s Wiruiam, — Lancs, Farmer Burnley Pet 
Augill Ord Aug 11 
W Prax gg Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
Ironmonger 


July 15 Ord A’ 
Destets, 
Ord 


Aug 24 


Lincs, Farmer 


Motor Agent 


Essex, 
12 


Witriams, Pe aad hn on, 
fil Pet Aug 1 2 Ord Au 
4 


Waray Isveet, Bruton st h Court st 5 une 16 
Ang 11 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
AVIS, Jomx, B wr, Brecon, Hotel Keeper, Tred 
‘AAjud Web 2% Anaul July 20 ee ree 











MERRYWEATHER. LONDON 
MERRYWEATHERS’ “ VALIANT” 
PUMP AT WORK. 


Write for Illustrated 


STEAM 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY 


MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO H.M. THE KING. 


—— 


MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


The *‘ VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping’ Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c, 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARKET. 


Weight 63 cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 
E. W. Harcourt, Esq. 
Earl Scarborough. 

| ae F. de Rothschild, 

Hon. D. Waring. 


Earl Fitzhardinge. 

Lord Gifford. 

Lord Pirbright. 

Sir Edward Malet (Qhenese i 

Sidney Harrison, Esq., J.P. | Sir ye Egerton. 

Wilberforce Bryant, Esq. Miss A. de Rothschild. 
. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., &c. 


Pamphlet No. 8290. 














.. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues | 





| o PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and | 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS; payment by result. 
- Particulars on application, personally or by letter, at 93. 
Chancery Lane, W 


THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 
Principal : 
Mr. BERTRAM JACOBS, LL.B. (London), 
Exhibitioner and University Law Scholar. 





EXAMINATIONS orally (class or individual) 
or by correspondence. 
For —- apply personally or by post to 
HE SECRETARY, London School of Law, 
1, Ola Serjeants’- inn, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





I AW. — Managing Clerk (unadmitted) 
4 Desires Permanent or Temporary Employment; 

can settle costs, prepare evidence, briefs, conduct trials, and 
undertake spe cial inquiries ; unexceptionable references.— 
Apply, by letter, Manacer, 236, Clapham-road, 8.W. 


ANAGING CLERK Wanted in City 
Office, middle of September; Company, Convey- 
ancing, and General; only thoroughly competent man need 
apply; must be under 40, of good appearance, able to speak 
at public meetings, and act wiihout supervision ; liberty to 
practise on terms; salary £250 to begin with, or more to 
satisfactory man —Addre:s, M. & Co , care of J. W. Vickers, 
5, Nicholas-lane, E.C. 


E JOHN HENRY WALTER, Deceased. 

Testator died 14th March. 1904, having stated that 

he had made a Will with a Solicitor in London. Will any 

Solicitor having such Will communicate with us the under- 

signed.—_Artuur Newron & Co., Solicitors, 23, Great 
Marlborough-street, Regent-street, London, W. 


DIVORCE. 











red to make INQUIRIES of a 


Clerk, is pre 
URE for members of the profession. 


FIDENTIAL NA 
ences.—Apply, Lex, 14, Crooked-lane, Monument, London. 


Tuition for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNIVERSITY. and other | 
LAW 


DVERTISER, a Solicitor’s ex- Managing | 


Moderate charges and reliable reports guaranteed. Refer- | 





y4e*"e COURT ITALIAN 
EXHIBITION. 


, and Commerce of Italy on View. 
ICE BY NIGHT,”’ 
Realistically re ted in the Empress Hall. 
Forty Gondolas on Three-quarters of a e of Canals. 
Venetian Palaces , Char es, » Bridges, % eal Historic 


B 
THE BLUE G oO OF CAPE 
8ST. PETER’S AT ROME 
MAXIM’S CAPTIVE AIRSHIPS, 
THE ROMAN FORUM, 
And a Host of New 
Grounds Transformed and Brilliantly Illuminated by 


LEADING ‘ARY BANDS. 


The Art, Indus 
“eé VE 





Apmissiox 1s, rex 12 noon TO 11 P.M. 


AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
| writing charges :— a 
8. - 

Abstracts Copied see «+» © 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts 7 .. 2 8 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand _... oe : per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted " .. 2 O per sheet. 
Full Copies 0 2 per folio. 
PAPER. —Foolscap, 1d. “per sheet ; Draft, $d. 

| Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 

KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


| LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
| For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply to 


J. HARCOURT SMITH, 
The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCOUNTANT, 
61 & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


N.B.—Vacancies for Articled Clerks. Good Mortgage 
Securities Wanted. 


| (pram. PICCADILLY.—Several sets of 

ffices in the most up-to-date building in_ this 

thoroughfare to be Let. Passenger lift, &c. Rents 

according to number of rooms required and floor, from £00 

rT annum. — F particulars from Messrs. GARRET?, 
HITE, & PoLanp, 16, Hanover-street, W. 


gp per —Room for 2 Guns, at £20 
,in good rough Shoot (chiefly Partridges, which 

_ att this season), about 1,400 acres, in North 
} Jambridge Main Line, one hour from Town; good 
| pene sw adjoining shoot; advertiser has rented this 
shoot for the five years. Shooting days 1st, 2nd, 3rd 
September, an or 4 Saturday following.—Address, 8. H., 
29. Mincing-lane, E 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
Baker-street Station. 
In connection with Trains and ’Buses from all parte. 
Well Lighted, Well Heated, and Well Ventilated. 
a “RUSSO. JAPANESE WAR. 
e-like Portrait ae of 
| H.IL.M. THE CZAR ag RUSSL 


ditto; 














THE EMP EROR OF JAPAN, 
ADMIRAL ALEXELEFF, ADMIRAL TOGO, 

| GENERAL KUROPATKIN, MARQUIS ITO, 
| FIELD-MARSHAL YAMAGATA, &. 


Madame Tuseaud’s | Roumanian Band. 
Delightful —, Afternoon Teas. 
Quartette in Soe Room. 
Admission, i, ; Childrengunder 12, 6d. Open 10 till 10. 
MADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION. __ 


Vig Sao HALL. —ainglend’s Home me of 
My: Established 30 y ~ Lessee and Manage, 
Mr. J. N. elyne.—DAILY, ear Three and Eight, the 
foiediog” Fegemen, be brimful of fon, santas. and nowy 
inc e greatest mystery of modern times, 
Wr, I’M -—!!” ‘Invented by Herr Valadon. The 
devised by Mr. Nevil Maskelyne. 
a. mTHE PHILOSOPAER'S STONE.—In cons quence of 
+ favour with which the Merry Magical Romane 
tesimn it will remain in the programme, 
a new and beautiful series of ‘Animated Phot« 
Prices Ss., 38., 28.,and 1s, Children under 12 








- price. 
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